
| ‘Ohe Ne» ey 12108 

REPUBLIC 
February 16, 1942 

Scabbard and Sword 
by Michael Straight 

Do We Deserve Congress? . ... . Editorial 

Our Military Dilemma gee J. G. Harrison 

Mobilizing Manpower... . . . Helen Fuller 

The Church in Latin America . . Max Gissen 

Remember Beyond Pearl Harbor! . . Editorial 

Save the Seed Corn ...... Lewis Mum ford 

FIFTEEN CENTS 



‘THE NEW REPUBLIc 

FOR DEFENSE 

a share in J: 

America J: 

The new United States Defense 

Savings Bonds and Stamps give all I of 4 

of us a way to take a direct pari ¢.., , 

conqu in building the defenses of ou. 
lish ba 

country. This is the American way her. I: 

a - 
the Bi 

\V to provide the billions needed sf },,.., 

urgently for National Defense. “se sic 
ast an 

Germ 

i ©The 

many 

mously 

ing the 

United States 

a a | Defense Saving 

Sel’: \ AN Bonds and Stamp 

<q — — a 
BN
 

eV 

= 



fense 

ve all 

t part 

yf our 

un way 

ded 80 

mp 

THE NEW REPUBLIC 
A Journal of Opinion 

VoL, 106, NO. 7 NEW YORK, MONDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1942 NUMBER 1420 

Grim Days Ahead 
William L. Batt, director of materials for the War 

Production Board, is one of the three or four men who 

know most about America’s war effort. He should be 
taken seriously, therefore, when he tells us that we are 
still doing far less than enough, and that there is a 
chance we shall-lose the war. Our press has played up 
incidental successes, like the air duels over Rangoon, 
the battle of the Strait of Macassar and MacArthur’s 
magnificent stand in the Philippines. But public atten- 
tion has not been sufficiently centered on the fact that 
the Japanese have scored one important victory after 
another—victories which would have caused great ex- 
ultation if even a third of them had been achieved by 
the United Nations. 

In the long run, the United Nations are of course 
stronger than Japan, even bearing in mind the necessity 
of fighting on other fronts as well. But in the short 
run, she has tremendous advantages. Within the next 
few weeks and months it is quite possible that she may 
conquer most or all of the Southwest Pacific and estab- 
lish bases from which it will be very difficult to dislodge 
her. It is also possible that she will take Rangoon, close 
the Burma Road and invade India. She could then 
harass British and American shipping coming up the 
east side of Africa with supplies for Cairo, the Middle 
East and Russia. 

Germany Is Still Strong 

The recent successes of the Russians have caused 
many Americans to forget that Hitler still has an enor- 
mously powerful army. He blundered in not anticipat- 
ing the possibility of a winter campaign before Moscow 

and the Russians have been fighting brilliantly; but it 
is probable that he can yet make an extremely serious 
counter-offense in the spring. He may also strike down 
into the Middle East in the hope of capturing the oil 
resources there and joining hands with the Japanese 
moving westward across India. How serious the Ger- 

man striking power still is, we can see from Rommel’s 
recent achievements in Libya. Even the fact that the 
British withdrew some of their strength for Singapore 
does not wholly explain how the Germans managed to 
get such heavy reinforcements across the Mediter- 
ranean, or why the British were caught without an ade- 
quate answer to Rommel’s powerful new tanks. As for 
America’s aid, we are sending Russia only about 50 
percent of what we promised, at a moment when she 
needs equipment badly for the coming German offen- 
sive. 

All this does not justify pessimism about our ultimate 
chances. There have been dark days before. In the sum- 
mer of 1940, it looked as though the British Isles were 

lost. Immediately after Crete, to hold the Middle East 
and Suez seemed hopeless. Two months ago, most of 
the experts thought Moscow was doomed; six months 
ago, they had given up Russia. If Americans will only 
work in proportion to the gravity of the situation, all 
will finally be well. 

Shipping Bottleneck 
There is today a good deal of criticism of the United 

Nations’ war strategy, because they do not quickly 
enough reinforce the defenders of the South Seas 
against the Japanese, or do not take the aggressive 
in Europe, or do not send enough supplies to Russia. 
In Australia and China it is felt that we are making a 
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mistake by regarding Hitler as the chief enemy. The 
Soviet Union is disappointed in the help given the 
progress of its arms. In Britain as well as in other 
parts of the Empire there is a prevalent opinion that 
it is fatal to keep so many strong forces inactive wait- 
ing for an invasion instead of taking the offensive. 

All these complaints, in our opinion, disregard the 
basic limiting factor—lack of sufficient ships. It takes an 
enormous amount of tonnage to transport and supply 
expeditionary forces, especially over long distances. 
This leads us to ask for light on the work of the United 
States Maritime Commission. Much bitter criticism 
has in the past been directed at the OPM and the pro- 
curement agencies of the army and navy, and this 
criticism is beginning to have results. But is it not 
just as important to make’ sure that our shipbuilding 
authority is doing a good job? Has it overlooked meth- 
ods and equipment which could maximize construction? 
It has taken much credit for avoiding the mistakes of 
Hog Island in the last war. But has it adopted the 
essential contribution of Hog Island, which through 
fabrication methods was enabled to utilize mass produc- 
tion? Our impression is that the Maritime Commis- 
sion has duplicated the mistakes of the aircraft and 
other programs in relying wholly on a few concerns 
which are already engaged in manufacture of the re- 
quired articles. 

Good Sense from Sir Stafford 

Sir Stafford Cripps has been back from Moscow only 
a few weeks, but he has made good use of his time. 

Already he has become the most effective critic of the 
British war effort, a much needed task that no one else 

seems capable of performing. Within a week he regis- 
tered in the public consciousness a number of important 
points. Russia is our ally, is doing a magnificent job 
and should be trusted. After the war the Russian sys- 
tem should be able to live amicably in the same world 
as our own. The time to talk about peace terms is 
now, both because they can be a potent war weapon and 
because how we make peace will grow out of how we 
fight. British war production is still far less than it 
ought to be, chiefly because the people are not yet 
fully awake to the meaning of total war. (The lesson 
here for America, where the lag is still greater, is 
obvious.) Sir Stafford predicts a tremendous German 
drive into the Caucasus in April; but he is confident 
that if we all do our part, not only can this drive be 
halted, but the war can be won in a year. 

The OCD in Hot Water 

Civil defense has long been in confusion; it was 
bound to be so in a country like ours, where organiza- 
tion is so largely voluntary and we have had no ex- 
perience for a century in dealing with invasion. Mayor 
LaGuardia’s part-time efforts did little to improve the 
situation. We must not expect miracles from the new 
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administration under James M. Landis; nobody could 
bring order out of the chaos in a few weeks. 

This is the background for the attack in Congres 
and the press on Mrs. Roosevelt’s participation in the 
effort. The animus behind this attack is obviously polit. 
ical; enemies of the administration were eager for , 
chance to score a point. But we can see no reason for 
getting excited about the fact that the OCD has en. 
gaged the services of a prominent movie star or of 
dancer who happens to be a friend of Mrs. Roosevelt, 
Only a narrow interpretation of its functions would 
confine the OCD to helping the population protect itself 
against falling bombs. Even where air raids are con. 
tinual and exceedingly destructive, as in England, av. 
thorities agree that physical injury is the smallest factor 
to be considered. Civil defense, if it is anything, must 
be a powerful agency of morale; it may be just as im- 
portant in the end for it to promote neighborliness and 
help people to find an outlet for their worries as to 
train first-aiders. 

Peace Aims in the Far East 

No section of the war aims of the United Nations 
is more important than that relating to the Far Fast; 
and it is highly desirable that Great Britain and the 
United States, with the approval of their allies, should 
indicate promptly the general character of these aims. 
Immediate freedom for India is one of these, which 

need not wait for the end of the war and should indeed 
have been granted long ago. For the other Asiastic 
territories of the Western powers, plans should be 

worked out similar to those under which the United 
States promised the Philippines their freedom in 1946. 
There should be guarantees that political independence 
will not be followed by economic strangulation. In 
China, every scrap of foreign control of territory and 
of special legal privileges for foreigners should be 
abrogated; by the end of the war, China should cer- 
tainly be strong enough to compel this even if it were 
not voluntarily offered. 

It is important that the people of Korea should have 
a promise of permanent independence. The spark of 
freedom has never died out in Korea during thirty-two 
years of systematic persecution by the Japanese. The 
Koreans are as valuable potential allies as the people 
of any of the conquered countries of Europe. We could 
help our cause immeasurably by giving them a red 
reason to fight on our side. 

We Help Pétain, Who Helps Hitler? 
About ten days ago the news leaked out that the 

American State Department was again appeasing Vichy, 
and had sent a shipload of supplies to French North 
Africa. Almost immediately thereafter came th 
startling information that Vichy itself has been actively 
helping Germany. It is said with good authority that 
French ships were used to take supplies to Rommel’s 
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men in North Africa, and that these ships were kept 

immune to attack by creeping along French territorial 

waters. The British apparently take these stories seri- 
ously; one of the first acts of the new British-sponsored 

Cabinet in Cairo was to request French diplomats to 

leave, on the ground that they were aiding the enemy. 

Asked about this astonishing situation, Sumner 

Welles, Undersecretary of State, said merely that the 
United States is making inquiries of Vichy. It is safe to 
assume that Vichy will deny the whole thing: that is 
standard practice among the Fascist countries. Appar- 
ently the British would like to have us stop appease- 
ment of Vichy, but haven’t thus far felt they were in 
a position to get tough with us about it. We hope Presi- 
dent Roosevelt will himself get tough, before the 
present open scandal of confused policy and cross-pur- 
poses gets any worse. 

Hitler Has Engineers 
Germany has produced a new type of plane, the 

Dornier 217-E, that carries three tons of bombs or 
torpedoes and is equipped with a special tail device 
that enables it to function as a dive bomber. The plane 
has a speed of 290 miles an hour loaded, 320 going 
home. The RAF, which has brought down a few for 
a good look, labels them a “superior” job. We love the 
sound of the phrase “American engineering genius.” 
Genius is a large word and all too often carries within 
it the implication of overconfidence. We must never 
forget that German engineers are good. 

Russia and China Won’t Quit 

We have so many things to worry about that it is 
a pleasure to be able to take some matters off the list. 
In that category are the reports that China and Russia 
are likely to drop out of the war and make peace with 
Japan and Germany. No doubt we shall continue to 
hear rumors of this kind from time to time, either com- 

ing from enemy propagandists or used by Moscow 
and Chungking as political maneuvers to bring pres- 
sure to bear on Washington and London to consider 
the needs of these allies. Up to now, on the face of the 
record, both Russia and China have done far better 

than we have, They both know that they are fighting 
implacable and ruthless foes with whom no peace is 
possible and that they must win or face national de- 
struction. We need their help quite as much as they 
need ours, and if we will do our part, we shall certainly 
continue to get it. 

Quisling’s Distinction 
One of the men who is certain of immortality for 

the part he has played in this war, Vidkund Quisling, 
received a new title to go along with that of all-time 
traitor when, in a solemn farce at Oslo, Hitler’s Com- 
missar Joseph Terboven proclaimed him Premier of 
Norway. Norwegians saw to it that the note of comedy 

221 

was played out to the bitter end. Premier Quisling 
appeared on his floodlighted balcony, Fithrer-fashion, 
to acknowledge the applause of his countrymen: the 
lights went out. His countrymen had cut the cables. 
Quislingists and German functionaries went to the 
theatre. The theatre mysteriously began to blaze. They 

tried to go home. The railroad stations blew up. Fac- 
tories and dockyards in other parts of the country 
flamed ; all accompanied, of course, by the rattle of the 
guns of the execution squads, liquidating Norwegians 
as a new reign of terror began. 

Hitler’s purpose in throwing this bloodstained cloak 
of legality over his puppet in Norway is to stage a play 
of “recognition” by Italy, Japan and his satellites in 
Central Europe, in order to embarrass the Norwegian 
Government in Exile. Sweden will be the country 

chiefly embarrassed. She has been representing Nor- 
wegians, in Europe, on behalf of the government of 
King Haakon. Quisling’s first speech as premier called 
on her to “revise her methods.” Whether she accords 
his emissary full diplomatic status will be significant. 

Back to Jim Crow 

A few months ago the United States Supreme Court 
handed down a decision regarding the status of 
Negroes making interstate railroad trips. The Court 
held that a Negro paying a first-class fare is entitled 
to first-class accommodations throughout his journey, 
despite the Jim Crow practices of the Southern states. 
No doubt most Americans thought that this issue was 
now settled, but it turns out that this is not true. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission, it is reported, ac- 

cepted the Court decision as applying only to the 
individual case of Representative Mitchell of Chicago 
and to the state of Arkansas. Now several other and 
similar court actions have been entered by Negroes 
who have been refused the accommodations for which 
they had paid. We hope that this time the question can 
really be ended, so far as the law is concerned. As long 
as it is not, we are making a mockery of the theory 
that we are fighting for democracy, and are giving aid 
and comfort to the enemy thereby. 

Not Referring to Georgia 

Nor is Jim Crow a strictly Southern proposition. 
New York City maintains. four public colleges, City 
College of New York, Hunter (for women), Queens 

and Brooklyn Colleges. Together they employ 2,232 
faculty members. No faculty member is a Negro. The 
faculties of Harvard University and the University of 
Chicago, two of the country’s institutions of higher 
learning which educators look to as yardsticks for 
educational excellence, have Negro members. Why 
should New York colleges consider no Negro teacher 
distinguished enough to measure up to their intellec- 
tual standards? City Councilman Adam Clayton 
Powell Jr., a Negro, asked the question when calling 
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for an investigation and supplied his own answer: 
“obvious discrimination.” 

The situation in regard to Negroes in New York 
City is bad. Mayor LaGuardia’s administration is not 
meeting it. No one major reform is going to solve it, 
although some big reforms—wide improvement of 
rotten Harlem housing conditions, for example—are 
long overdue. If democratic equality of opportunity 
means something in New York, questions such as 
Councilman Powell’s must be asked right down the 
line, and asked not only by the few Negroes who have 
won places of responsibility in the city’s life but by 
plain citizens who are plain angry. 

Why Super-Highways? 
The Brookings Institute has come out with a learned 

document proving once again what all traffic experts 
have known for years—that most of the cars and trucks 
on our highways are engaged in making journeys of 
only a few miles. It uses this fact, if newspaper sum- 
maries of its report are accurate, as an argument that 
super-highways are not needed. But this is about as 
intelligent as it would have been a hundred years ago 
to say that a transcontinental railroad was needless be- 
cause there wasn’t enough freight and passenger traffic 
to justify it. Means of transportation create business; 
they don’t merely accommodate an existing demand. 
Nobody knows what might happen to traffic if after the 
war is over we were to build a great network of mod- 
ern super-highways throughout the country like the 

best of the parkways around New York City, or the 
speedway in western Pennsylvania. No one knows 
either what such a project might mean, by way of les- 
sening the post-war economic dislocation. There may 
be cogent reasons why such a highway should not be 
built, but the one advanced by the Brookings Institute 

is not among them. 

Last Week 

Since the war began our poets have been distress- 
ingly well behaved. This date a year ago they were 
angry and productive, as were their cousins, the fierce 
letter-writers. Now the staff man who opens the poetry 
mail sends out for coffee to keep awake. In wartime, all 
is quiet. 
Women’s Wear Daily and Folker Fabrics, Inc., sell- 

ing “Melloweave” rayon crepe, landed the only punch 
of the week on this front. Folker Fabrics have designed 
“prize-poetry prints featuring small to medium-sized 
spaced monotone patterns suggested by verses from 
famous poems.” Understanding the function of poetry 
better than the poets themselves seem to at the mo- 
ment, the manufacturers have slipped in their concep- 
tion of a poem by Isador Schneider, along with the 
symbols of “The Raven,” “The Barefoot Boy” and 
“The Village Blacksmith,” obviously to start a row. 

National unity is very much to the good. So is con- 
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sideration now of the battles that will be fought some 
years hence. As we understand it, poetry is the art that 
bears most closely on the question what the fighting, 
now or at any time, is for. Poets bearing down in their 
diverse directions collide and it is a healthy sound. We 
are sending Folker Fabrics a copy of Randall Jarrell, 

Beyond Pearl Harbor 

I HAS FREQUENTLY been said in recent months that 
the generations which have grown up since 1920, 

those who have to bear the chief burdens of fighting 
this war and creating the peace which will follow, have 
been subjected to a profound moral shock which leave: 
them without much emotional security and is a poor 
basis for the single-minded devotion which alone can 
lead to victory. They were never allowed to fee! the 
uncritical patriotism of earlier days. Not only their 
environment, but also their instruction, led them to 

believe that their culture was disorganized and un- 
worthy of fervent loyalty. In addition, they had ab. 
sorbed the feeling that the last war was fought in 
vain, that the sacrifices it had demanded were use- 

less. This feeling was generalized into the conclusion 
that all wars were a criminal wastage of human en- 
ergy, and that nothing could be achieved by simple 
personal heroism. 

Then they were confronted by the fact that many 
of the leaders in whom they had reposed confidence 
were demanding another war. They resisted this pres- 
sure until suddenly a ruthless attack made the neces. 
sity of fighting too obvious to be denied. They have 
accepted the inevitable and are doing what life de- 
mands, but without any understanding of how they 
were wrong or why. Unable to make any bridge be- 
tween the past and the future, they are in the danger 
that assails all those with divided wills and consciences. 

This danger is not merely that they cannot give fu!! 
support to the national effort, or at least may not be 
able to do so if things go too badly. It is also that 
they will totally reject everything they thought be 
fore war broke out, as being indigestible in the new 
environment, and will, by way of a reaction-formation, 
build up an exaggerated and uncritical belief in war, 
imperialism, private enterprise, and the nineteenth- 
century world that they had formerly supposed was 
in a state of disintegration. Such a reaction might con- 
ceivably lead to adequate enthusiasm for a successful 
war, but it would certainly betray the hope for a cor 
structive peace. If it did not result, when hostilities 
were over, in a scrapping of all progressive ideas and 
a “return to normalcy” of the Harding type, it would 
launch us on a still more dangerous course of nation: 
alistic chauvinism, with strong fascist components. 

The only safeguard against such an unhappy resv! 
would be for the younger generations, not to forge 
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or reject their former views altogether, but to re- 
examine them critically in the light of new experience, 
to sift the true from the false. This is a difficult and 
painful task, but it must not be shirked by those whose 

minds are really tough. It was unfair to accuse the 

young of cowardice or selfishness or lack of values, 

}but it would not be unfair to accuse them now of 
weakness or shallowness if they are too ready to aban- 
don everything they felt before Pearl Harbor with- 

out any attempt to integrate it with the present. 
It was true, for instance, that private enterprise, 

with its combination of laissez-faire and economic mo- 
nopoly, was becoming increasingly unworkable, lead- 
ing to depressions, revolutions and wars. But it was 

not true that our cherished concepts of liberty, indi- 
vidual fulfilment and democracy had to be abandoned 
for some form of totalitarianism. On the contrary, 

they had to be revivified and strengthened, to enable 

us to introduce democratic planning into a disordered 
system. The conservatives and the revolutionaries who 
told us the two would not mix were the real mis- 

leaders, not the progressives who tried to get on with 
the job. They are mixing now, both in Britain and the 
United States, and the success of the mixture will en- 

able us to win the war. 
It was also true that the last war did not win what 

we fought for, that the resulting peace constituted a 
great betrayal. But it was not true that the need for 
war had permanently vanished, or that there was noth- 
ing worth fighting for. The misleaders were the abso- 
lute pacifists, not those who pointed out the mistakes 
of the peace and how they arose. A careful study of 

S those mistakes should enable us to do better next time. 

It was not fighting in 1917 that led to Hitler and 

Sthe new world war; it was the combination of unre- 
generate conservatives on the one side, and of unsoph- 
isticated liberals on the other, who botched the job of 
the peace. 

It was not wrong to believe that all dégmatisms 
should be questioned, that truth did not necessarily 
descend from authority, and that values were not abso- 
ute, but relative, and capable of assessment only 
through instrumental processes. It was no accident that 
this philosophy found its bitterest opponents in the 
revolutionaries on one hand and the reactionaries on 
the other. Defense of the American tradition and of 
he American promise is defense of this position. This 

Hs, in one sense, what we are fighting for. And intelli- 

pent application of it will alone enable us to win the 
peace. The mistakes in the thought and practice of the 
past twenty years were in almost every case the work 
of those who attempted to apply absolutist or authori- 
ative standards to human problems. Those who are 
entally and emotionally sturdy enough to look hon- 

stly at the facts without losing their ability to devise 
something better are those who carry the hope of the 
uture, 

Do We Deserve Congress? 

A™ A LONGISH PERIOD of relative quiescence Con- 
gress has once more pushed itself into the center 

of the governmental picture. A small but noisy minor- 
ity has been raising a row about so-called Communists 
in the government services and about Mrs. Roosevelt 
and her friends. Outside of Congress there are signs 
that many people are fed up with congressional an- 
tics, and the episode of Congress voting itself pen- 
sions has even resulted in a Bundles-for-Congress 
movement. The approach of the fall elections has 
brought forth statements from the chairmen of the 
National Committees of both parties and from Mr. 
Roosevelt. 

It would be easy to attack and ridicule Congress for 
what it has been doing and failing to do. A first-rate 
satirist (our culture does not possess one, since war- 

time is not congenial to savage satire) could have fun 
with Congress today. He could point out the grotesque 
disproportion between what should be our real con- 
cern—the loss of naval and air bases in the Far East, 

the heavy losses from the German submarine war, 
the chasing of armies back and forth across the Libyan 
desert, the gathering of Hitler’s strength on the Rus- 
sian front, the plight of MacArthur and his men in 
the foxholes of the Batan Peninsula—and the peanut 
politics that congressmen are playing. He could show 
that far too many Senators and Representatives act as 
though Pearl Harbor had never occurred; that they 
continue to publish military secrets, that they shoot 
off their faces with almost disastrous results abroad, 

that they swallow the camel of huge navy and military 
budgets yet strain at the gnat of a Treasury appropri- 
ation for a tax film, that they snipe at the few pro- 
gressives in the administration and leave the real 
anti-democratic groups in the country unexplored and 
unexposed, that they place obstacles in the way of 
necessary tax and anti-inflation legislation, that the 
pages of The Congressional Record are as full as ever 
of bad English, painful ignorance, sentimentality and 
demonstrations of all-round incompetence. All this 
applies in all probability only to a minority of Con- 
gress. Yet as so often happens in a large body, an in- 
tense and highly vocal minority can make such a row 
that it becomes a psychic majority. 

The above indictment is an obvious one, and we 

make it only because it is the common-sense view that 
will occur to millions of ordinary Americans and dis- 
turb them greatly. The more important question is: 
why does Congress behave as it does? 
The most direct explanation is that congressmen 

reflect some of their countrymen’s worst stereotypes and 
prejudices—and they have a far better chance and a 
more advantageous forum from which to express those 
prejudices than do most Americans. But we should 
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like to suggest another explanation. The present Con- 
gress is, as T. R. B. points out elsewhere in these pages, 
basically and bitterly anti-Roosevelt and anti-New 
Deal. Up to Pearl Harbor it was able to express both 
atttitudes without any embarrassment to itself, al- 
though with great harm to the country as a whole. 
Since the American entrance into the war, however, 

it has had to put on a virtuous outward demeanor that 
has not at all comported with its inner feelings. For 
two months now its resentments have been growing, 
like the accumulating lava in a slumbering volcano. It 
has been difficult to fight the President directly; it has 
been difficult even to indulge in the usual labor-baiting. 

What a godsend, then, was the episode of Mrs. 

Roosevelt and Mayris Chaney and Melvyn Douglas 
and Walt Disney. Now the pent-up volcanic flow could 
break loose. Think of it! The much-traveled and much- 
resented First Lady, a female esthetic dancer, a male 

movie matinee idol, and Donald Duck—what a chance 

they offered for caustic speeches that would hit the 
front pages and be read by the folks back home. And, 
what is more, an election is approaching. 

Yet to explain the congressional outburst thus does 
not dispose of it. What Congress is saying and doing 
cannot hearten our soldiers or our workers, nor can 
it hearten our Allies, nor can it add to our bid for the 

codperation of the Latin American countries. What 
can we do about it? 

In the first place, let it be clear that we do not want 
to suppress congressional criticism. We want criticism 
of the administration, not only from Congress but 
from other sources as well, and especially in wartime. 
If the English had not had free criticism of the gov- 
ernment after Dunkirk, it would have been impossible 
to get rid of Chamberlain, and there would not be an 
England today. Criticism is the price that a democracy 
pays for the effort to get rid of the inefficient, the smug, 
the overbearing. 

But everything depends upon what sort of criticism 
it is. Actually, the seat of smugness and inefficiency 
today is in Congress itself. The traditional opposition 
to the administration has not accepted its duty of real 
criticism of administration policy. The lack of alertness 
on the part of our military leaders, and—even more— 
the tragic failures of those charged with the organiza- 
tion of our war economy have not been noted or criti- 
cized either by the Republicans or by the Tory Demo- 
crats. It has been left to the relatively progressive 
leadership of the Tolan Committee in the House and 
the Truman Committee in the Senate to make the 
only telling criticisms of administration policy. The 
anti-Roosevelt faction has, instead of that, taken the 
easy and vulgar path of attacking a few unimportant 
appointments and a minor Treasury appropriation, and 
has thus trivialized the whole role of Congress in a 
wartime democracy. 

Congress must first of all chasten and discipline it- 
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self. If a half-dozen leaders on both sides spoke oy 
boldly in Congress, and pointed out the puerile anj 
undignified way in which their fellows have been |y. 
having, the rest might be put to shame. We fee! conf. 
dent that the vast majority of Americans feel thigh 
way. The people too have nursed their pent-up feel.f 
ings about Congress. But curiously, the members off 
Congress have not felt the wrath of the country be|) 
cause of their real sins, but on the comparatively mino; 
matter of having voted themselves pensions. The r:.} 
buke which began in the Pacific Northwest with 
“Bundles for Congressmen”—donations of junk to be 

left on their doorsteps—was in the familiar vein of 
American humor. The fact that the originators had th: 
good sense to call off the scheme should not preven: 

thoughtful congressmen from taking the matter to 
heart. 

But beyond what Congress can do to reform itself, 
the country as a whole can do a good deal to help 
reform it. It has often been said that a people gets the 

government it deserves. We tend to regard this as some. 
thing of a libel on the American people. We deserve 
a better Congress than we have got. Our job is to get 
it. Mr. Roosevelt’s recent statement that he does not 
want the congressional elections this year fought out 
on party lines is a good start. It will build fires under 
many of the Tory Democrats; it will swing adminis 
tration support to the better Willkie Republicans who 
have been willing to sink party differences in the inter 
est of national survival; it will concentrate attention 01 
the quality of the individual candidate whatever hs 
party affiliation. The rest of the job is ours—between 
now and the elections. An aroused country will not only 
change the composition of the next Congress but the 
attitude of the incumbent one. 
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The Scabbard and the Sword 
N THE SECOND MONTH of the war, we are being 
driven back on all fronts. Our only comfort and 
our main concern must be that while the Russians 

are short of arms, the Germans short of men, and the 

British short of arms and of men, we have no in- 

herent weakness, no fault that we cannot overcome. 

Our faults are lack of organization, lack of knowledge, 
lack of a united will. Each one of us must want des- 
perately to aid in overcoming these faults. What are 
we to do? 
One month ago, we resembled the Loyalist govern- 

ment of Spain in its earliest days, in the sense that we 
were confronted with tremendous tasks without pos- 
sessing sufficient power and ability in the state to meet 

them. Unlike the leaders of Loyalist Spain who sought 
to bring their state up to the level of organization 
which their tasks demanded, the leaders of our war 

administration concentrated upon scaling our tasks 
down to their own administrative possibilities. Given 
this negation of leadership, progressives were forced 
to criticize and condemn. 
Our criticism was heeded. Today we have leaders 

in the War Production Board who reflect in consider- 
able measure the progressive point of view. We must 
continue to press for a greater productive effort, but 
we should give attention to the memory which haunted 
us in peacetime and which, for two years, we have 

tried to forget: that only rarely has the spirit which 
leads a nation to declare war and to endure the suffer- 
ing which war demands survived to give meaning to 
the peace which followed victory. 

In the closing months of the last war an Englishman, 
= R. H. Tawney, pleaded urgently for an understanding 

of this danger: 

The destruction by the effort to achieve victory, of the 
moral principles which alone can justify a war, is the com- 
monest lesson of history. . . . The most obvious passion of 
war is a passion for effective action. But the very concen- 
tration of effort upon action disturbs a clear apprehension 
of the principles which give action its significance and which 
lone make the wars of nations either nobler or baser than 
¢ battles of wolves over carrion. The menace which men 
¢ is that their material forces should be weaker than those 

bf their opponents. They organize and sweat and die that 
hey may avert it. By incredible exertions, they hold the 
means of military victory in their hands. “At last,” they say, 
‘we are neither outnumbered nor outgeneraled nor out- 
bunned. Victory is in sight.” And victory eludes them. Or, 
f it seems to be in sight, it is not the victory which they 
‘illed in the hour of vision which preceded the whirlwind 
f feverish activity. For [in time of war] the future is for- 
otten in an ever intenser struggle to cope with an ever 
ore insistent present. Men cannot see the distant heights 
ty saw before the struggle began, and because they cannot 

see them they believe that they no longer exist and turn 

angrily upon those who remind them that the foundations 

of the world are what they were. The spirit of their cause 

works for them, and offers them the greatest demonstration 

of their power that the world has ever seen. They turn 
from it in impatience because it cannot be made of imme- 

diate military advantage, and it ends by working against 

them. 

We may argue today that the New Deal has greater 
powers of endurance than the New Freedom of Presi- 

dent Wilson and the Liberalism of Gladstone and 
Asquith, both of which perished in the last war. Yet the 
forces which seek in this war to destroy the New Deal 
are also stronger; already we can see with what power 

and concentration of purpose they are at work. 
True to the character of all movements of social 

reform, the New Deal was carried forward by a small, 

cohesive band of men, supported by the majority of 
the people and violently opposed by a minority fearful 
of its privileges. True to the character of all wars, the 
present conflict gave to this minority increased powers 
of obstruction. Since the safety of every American re- 
quired all-out armament production, the group could 
command a high price for its codperation. Two years 
ago the President paid the price that was demanded— 
control of the Defense Program and the sacrifice of the 
most militant of the men who had advanced the New 
Deal. 

From that moment on, the war worked against the 
New Deal, and every limitation of the New Deal 
aided in its destruction. The major purpose of many 
New Deal programs did not extend beyond the allevi- 
ation of unemployment, so, as employment increased 
through the rise in war production, a large part of the 
New Deal became at once exposed to attack. An ob- 
scure agency of government, the Bureau of the Budget, 
arose suddenly, first to smear, then to slash at, many 
New Deal agencies. Also active was the Byrd Com- 
mittee led by the junior Senator from Virginia. To 
back Senator Byrd the Citizens’? Emergency Commit- 
tee was formed. 

Together these groups won a great triumph in our 
first wartime budget from which almost a billion dol- 
lars in “non-essential spending” was stricken. Today 
the clamor of these groups for further cuts is grow- 
ing as war expenditures rise and the peril of inflation 
threatens us. In the absence of effective price control, 
rationing and adequate income and corporate taxes, the 
demand that inflation be halted by further economies 
has some validity. 

Yet the very men who, in the Senate and in the 
Citizens’? Emergency Committee, are crying for econ- 
omy in the name of halting inflation are the men whe 
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have fought hardest against price control, against ra- 
tioning and against adequate taxation—the real means 
by which inflation may be checked. The cuts in the 
budget which these men have brought about are con- 
centrated upon the most progressive aspects of the 

New Deal, while in every proposal for economy the 
largest of all items in the budget, the payment of in- 
terest upon the national debt, is left entirely untouched. 
The Bureau of the Budget is staffed by conservative 
civil servants. Senator Byrd has always been the enemy 
of the social services. The Citizens? Emergency Com- 
mittee is nothing more than the new front of the 
National Association of Manufacturers and the Republi- 
can National Committee hired to do their dirty work 
at a time when it is considered bad manners to indulge 
in politics. 

Beneath the pressure of these groups the lines of 
the New Deal were broken. Recently they have re- 
formed, but between the old lines and the new are the 

casualties of war. 
There is the Public Works Program, cut by $500,- 

000,000, with all the unnecessary loss of its experienced 
administration. In the absence of any public works 
today, can we be sure that the idea of public works 
will be kept alive? 

There is the Farm Program of the New Deal, cut 

by $263,000,000. And, of course, it has been the pro- 

gressive Farm Security Administration which has been 
sacrificed, while the conservative AAA remains in 

force. 
There is the Youth Program, cut in the budget by 

$135,000,000. This week, as a beginning, 75,000 boys 
and girls will leave our high schools, and 17,000 
students will leave our colleges because they have been 
deprived of the NYA grants they depend upon, on the 
assumption that, somehow, this will aid us to defeat 
the Axis. 

There is the Public Housing Program, captured by 
the real-estate speculators and their political friends. 
These groups are making certain that real-estate values 
will not be depressed by the construction of permanent 
slum clearance and low-cost housing for defense 
workers. 

Some members of Congress, driven by blind hatred, 
are now out “to get” Mrs. Roosevelt. Their attacks 
upon her friends, since they dare not attack her, are 

simply means of stabbing at Mrs. Roosevelt, and 
through her, at the President. If Mrs. Roosevelt is 
forced to leave the government, as she may well be, 

the destructive powers will have scored a tremendous 
symbolic victory. 

These powers, which today are using the war to 
destroy the New Deal, are looking ahead to the recap- 
ture of the entire structure of government. In No- 
vember, 1918, at the very moment when he might 
have brought lasting significance to the Great War, 
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President Wilson was politically crippled by the |oss 
of both branches of Congress to the GOP. In the same 
way, the Republicans now hope to capture the House 
of Representatives next November. Despite the ever 
deepening contrast between their blindness and the 
President’s vision, the Republicans may succeed. |! 
the concomitants of war—the hardships caused by pri- 
orities, the rising cost of living, the increasing burden 
of taxes and the initial military defeats—must work 
in their favor. If we continue our present scorched. 
earth policy of burning the New Deal, behind us as we 
retreat, we cannot fail to make a Republican victory 
certain. 

If the Republicans are successful, they will assume 
the speakership of the House and the chairmanships 
of all its committees. John Taber, that arch-t reac- 

tionary, will take over the Appropriations Committ. 
and use it to drive all liberals out of leading pos ie Dns 
in the government agencies. The chairman of the Bank. 
ing and Currency Committee will be Jesse Wolcott, 

the leader of the fight to emasculate the price bill, 
Allen Treadway will run the Ways and Means Com. 
mittee, taxing the poor and letting the rich go free. 
The Foreign Affairs Committee, with powers of con- 
trol over Lease-Lend and Reconstruction, will fa!! 

the outstretched hands of Hamilton Fish. To Fish will 
also go the Rules Committee, to become the burial 
ground of all liberal measures. 

By making full use of its powers of appropriation 
and investigation, the House will force the President to 
become either a constitutional monarch or a constitu 
tional dictator. As a peacemaker he will be discredited 
before the world, just as Wilson was shamefully dis 
credited when, five weeks after the election of 1919, 

he sailed for Versailles with the harsh words of Theo- 
dore Roosevelt traveling before him: “Our allies, our 
enemies and Mr. Wilson himself must know that Mr. 
Wilson has no authority whatever to speak for the 
American people at this time. His leadership has just 
been emphatically repudiated by them.” 

If we are to save our liberal spirit from that tragi 
death, we must realize at once the crucial importan 
of power. We must understand that once the issue of 
power becomes the record of the past, then, becaus} 
the past is properly the province of those who belong 
to it, our opponents must win. Our one chance now! 
to turn to the future, and to the young men to whom 
it belongs. They are fighting now for the right to liv 
in a future of their own choice. If we can give expr 
sion to that future, then we may claim their allegian 

not by instinct or rhetoric, but by the knowledge t 
we alone can bring their future about. 

Yet it is precisely here that we meet with most" 

sistance. There is a reluctance to speak of the futus 
and in the army, our young men are being told t 
because the — which will follow their victory ' 
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not be of their choosing it should not be their concern. 

It is even asserted in the War Department that because 
our soldiers may be called upon tomorrow to fight 
England and Russia with the same determination that 
they are fighting against Germany and Japan today, 
they must not be allowed to discuss too freely the 
content of democracy and the conditions of lasting 
peace. The morale division of the army is influenced 
by an attitude which asserts that Wilson was mistaken 
in proclaiming his ideals of international justice because 
in doing so he prepared the way for the colossal let- 
down that followed the Armistice. This time, this atti- 

tude asserts, we shall make no such mistakes. 

This time we shall build our morale upon contempt, 
hatred and regard for the minutiae of our indepen- 
dence. Yet from the point of view of the army itself 
this attitude is terribly wrong; for contempt breeds 
complacency and complacency results in panic; hatred 
is an exhausting and not a life-giving emotion, and no 
man ever willingly died to keep down the price of 
Malayan rubber. For all the cynicism that is wrongly 
attributed to them, our young men are hungry now 
for the grand conceptions. 

The reason that we refuse to promise to our young 
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men a future is that we are afraid. Our army officers, 
almost all of the men who fought in the last war, 
believe at heart, as Tawney did, that war must result 

in a degeneration of moral purpose. They are afraid to 
promise a future for fear that, when the promise is 
broken, the young men will turn in their anger upon 

them. But why must we live in fear? We can defy 
history. We need not be afraid to assert that the foun- 
dations of the world have been uncertain and infirm. 
We should not be slow to realize that in our wartime 
society firm new foundations exist, from which our 
post-war world may rise. If we follow, to its ultimate 
limits, the logic of our own faith, we must now bring 

ourselves closer to the future in the development of 
war aims. We cannot promise our young men a future 
unless we are prepared to struggle to bring that future 
about. 

We have, Winston Churchill said, taken the sword 

from the scabbard. But the scabbard is still at our side, 

and our hands are trembling as we touch the weapon 
that we have unsheathed. We must now throw the 

scabbard away. We must grip the sword firmly, with 
pride. 
Washington MICHAEL STRAIGHT 

Save the Seed Corn 

do not become apparent until the fighting is 
long over. One of the most serious evils is the 

loss of continuity between the generations. War ex- 
hausts the fertility of the cultural soil and carries away 
the rich top layers: the crops of the next generation are 
usually poor and spindly; and years, sometimes cen- 
turies, are needed before the soil itself is restored. 

In all the branches of industry neglected by war, 
the skill handed on directly from master to apprentice 
disappears; for both the materials and opportunities 
needed for instruction are lacking. But an even more 
serious breach takes place on the higher levels of cul- 
ture. An insufficient number of students qualify them- 
selves for advanced study, and the subtle intercourse 
between teacher and pupil, between colleagues in the 
same field of intellectual endeavor, is curtailed. As a 
result, whole tracts of historic experience are neglected. 

This loss in continuity between the generations, this 
erosion of the cultural soil, is not altogether due to 
death on the battlefield. Even those who return from 
the fighting front have been removed from vivid in- 
tellectual companionship, and no matter how hungry 
they may be for spiritual nourishment, they will 
long show the effects of their starvation. True: the 
vital discipline of warfare itself may bring personal 
compensations, like those enjoyed by the late Mr. 
Justice Holmes from the Civil War. But the intellec- 

kK VERY EXHAUSTING WAR is attended by evils that tual hiatus between the generations remains real. Fif- 
teen or twenty years later it becomes clear that an 
important element in the education of the young was 
allowed to drop out in the general preoccupation with 
winning the war. 

This fact is historically indisputable; and one may 
predict that a similar devastation will follow the pres- 
ent war, unless steps are taken now to counteract it. 

How can this be done? 
As a starting point for discussion let us concentrate 

upon that part of our generation whose lives will be 
most seriously disrupted by the war: those between 
sixteen and twenty-four. It is the work done during 
these eight years by way of intensive study, self- 
discipline and meditation that lays the foundation for 
the highest kind of achievement in the arts, the humani- 

ties and the sciences, For thinkers of early growth, like 
Newton, for poets like Keats, these are not merely 
years of preparation: they are often years of high 
productivity. 

Now in a catastrophe like the present one—it is 
futile to refer to it as an “emergency”—one must 
assume that the corrosive effects of the war will remain 
in existence for at least a decade, and even the active 

fighting may continue, in one part of the globe or an- 
other, for the better part of that period. Standing guard 
during the long armistice, which will be essential to a 
gradual process of restoration and reconstruction, will 
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absorb part of the time and energy of democracy’s 
outh. To meet a disaster of these dimensions, it is 

inevitable that every human resource that is available 
must be at once focused upon the war. 

Already, the more far-seeing colleges have taken 
steps to answer the nation’s call; eventually every in- 
stitution wil! fall into line. The colleges and universities 
are reducing the number of courses offered; they are 
orienting their subjects of instruction to the immediate 
aim of war; their work in the sciences, particularly, is 

turned toward their immediate serviceability to the in- 
dustrial or the military machine; they are abridging 
vacations and hastening the tempo of study. 

All these measures are necessary and inevitable. 
Unless we summon unreservedly every last ounce of 
military strength we shall not be able to offset our slug- 
gish anticipation, as a people, of the dangers that now 
confront us. The young must now pay for the stultify- 
ing illusions and the systematic self-deception that 
characterized every democratic people during the last 
decade: above all, our tender-minded isolationist United 

States, whose national epic was Ferdinand the Bull. 
Today no one can hold back in the war effort if we 
are to turn our present series of defeats into victories. 

Nevertheless, the curtailment of the entire apparatus 
of learning which follows such an all-out effort must 
in the long run prove a grave evil. For it means that 
no one in the universities will escape the immediate 
pressure of the war. And it means, even more fatally, 

that the capital stock of ideas, which is the ultimate 
source of human improvement, will be depleted stead- 
ily, just to the extent that it is not actively transmitted 
and augmented by the present generation. 

Under these conditions, the great seminal thoughts 

which should now be germinating in the minds of the 
new generation will probably be fatally retarded, and 
many of them will never even see the light. Even 
if our young scientists, philosophers, scholars, artists, 
theologians and men of letters should escape actual 
death, they will have lacked the means and the leisure, 
and still more the human encouragement, to pursue 
their work in a fruitful way. 
War provides a coarse nourishing diet in the practical 

arts which favors their growth; but it tends to leach 

out completely the infinitesimal quantities of vitamins 
and minerals—the higher activities of the arts and 
sciences—without which a healthy cultural develop- 
ment is impossible. In a word, war favors the Marconis 
and penalizes the Clerk-Maxwells and Hertzes. 

Though we must use up much of our present intel- 
lectual and spiritual resources, if we are to prosecute 
the war successfully, we must nevertheless take care 
not to eat for our daily meals the grain that should 
serve as seed. At whatever cost or sacrifice, some of the 
human seed must be held over for next spring’s plant- 
ing. (Culturally speaking, next spring may of course 
be thirty or fifty years away.) I therefore propose that, 

THE NEW REPUBLIc 

as @ nation, we deliberately commit ourselves to 1); 
policy of selecting and setting apart the cultural seo 
corn. 
We cannot spread the tradition of democracy if we 

neglect the historic usages of democracy; we cannot 
adequately further the tradition of freedom of though: 
if we neglect the process of thought itself. To ensure 
our full cultural development, even during this period 
of trial and dearth, a certain part of our student popu. 
lation of college age should be enrolled as special stu- 
dents in our colleges, universities and professional 
schools. But instead of concentrating upon immediate 
practical results, with a view solely to efficiency in the 
war effort, these dedicated ones should be encouraged 

to take fewer courses, to meditate and experiment and 
reflect more fully and freely, and to lengthen their 
span of preparation. Among five percent of the existing 
number of college students who might be selected on 
the basis of ability and promise, perhaps one percent 
would fulfill the country’s expectations. Nevertheless, 
the existence of that one percent might radically alter 
the character of our intellectual production after the 
war. 

Naturally, such a service would have to be consid- 
ered as a national duty. By placing it under a special 
selective-service board, as part of the general apparatus 
of conscription, any stigma that might unthinkingly be 
attached to such a life could be avoided. These em- 
bryonic thinkers and creators would be put in 
precisely the same category as pattern-makers or 
die-punchers, who must also be exempted from active 
military service. The real difficulty will often come in 
convincing those selected that it is in the study and 
the laboratory rather than on the battlefield that their 
most heroic service can be performed. 

This proposal for setting aside the cultural seed corn 
will operate at its best if Congress belatedly takes up 
the suggestion made by the recent National Student 
Merger Convention at Cambridge: that is, if it enlists 
the entire youth of the country, above the age of six- 
teen, for such national services as they can perform 
before they are ready for active military duty. Even 
after their selection, the seeded students should pxr- 
ticipate, up to a point, in the life of the country as 
whole: the juniors should have a bout of experience :1 
land armies and work camps; they should even, when 
they reach the military age, have three or four months 
training as soldiers or sailors, to acquaint them with 
routine, mechanical discipline and hardship. If ther 
comrades are in uniform, they should be in uniform 
too: outwardly their life should be largely indistir 

guishable from that of their fellow students. Inwardly, 

however, there should be profound differences: # 

profound as the difference between a medieval monk 

and a feudal knight. 
Such a selection of the seeded students would of: 

a unique opportunity to restore the democratic print 
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ple to education. It would enable the country as a whole 

to carry out a policy which President Conant has urged 
upon Harvard University: namely, that university 
educations should go to those who have the fullest 
capacity to make use of them, no matter what their 

family status, their income or their race. The difficulty 
in applying this principle is threefold. First, there is 
the difficulty of spotting persons of exceptional promise 
before the age of twenty-four, for intelligence and an 
aptitude for handling signs and symbols must be 
coupled with many other qualities far more difficult to 
appraise. The second obstacle is that academic authori- 
ties often have a bias in favor of easily recognized 
abilities of the orthodox kind. They are not disposed to 
think highly of those whose special capacities will 
break the current molds. Finally, there is the difficulty 
that the students selected, if the democratic process is 
to operate effectually, must be discovered in high 
school, and even in farm and factory. It would be 
stultifying to draw solely upon those who have already 
entered college. 

Special boards would therefore have to be called 
into existence to pass on candidates; and special efforts 
would have to be made to obtain nominations from 
responsible sources outside the university system. Some 
of the Rhodes Scholar selection committees could, 

with modifications of personnel and purpose, serve as 
a nucleus for this wider kind of draft. But these are 
matters of practical detail; they would lend them- 
selves to experimental trial and improvement. The 
essential point is that the selection should be on a 
nationwide basis, and that the government, which 
makes the selection, should underwrite the entire cost 

of the student’s education. 
Does this mean national control of both private and 

state universities? Not at all. For the bulk of the stu- 
dent body some degree of national control will in fact 
probably come into existence by reason of the needs of 
war. But in the selection of the cultural seed corn, the 

federal government must say to both the private and 
the state universities: “Go on with exactly what you 
were doing or planning to do before the war broke out, 
so far as is now possible with the special students we 
are sending you: do it according to your best traditions 
of scholarship and research. The higher processes of 
learning cannot and should not be monopolized by the 
state, and we have no desire to attempt any control, 
except such as may be temporarily dictated by the sheer 
necessity of preserving our democratic system.” 

Not the least benefit that would come from this plan 
would be the long-time effects both upon the students 
selected and upon our entire system of university edu- 
cation. Those who accepted the call to prolong and 
intensify their education could not, probably, escape a 
certain sense of guilt. In a more honorable way, they 
would be in the position of those who, during the Civil 
War, were exempted from military service by their 
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parents’ hiring a substitute. In the case of many North- 
erners, who missed the war experience either because 

of ill health, like William James, or even more be- 
cause their safety was purchased, as with Stanley Hall, 
they pursued their later studies with a feeling that they 
were morally bound to make good for their exemption. 

We shall need such dedicated lives in every profes- 
sion, during the great era of rebuilding that must fol- 
low this war. Such a nucleus will form a healthy core 
that will aid in the reintegration of those who have 
temporarily exhausted themselves in the fighting. This 

may even help stave off the blight of disappointment 
and disillusion such as followed the last war. 

But the advantage to our whole educational system, 
in the long run, may prove even more helpful to the 
rehabilitation of our democracy. One of the great dan- 
gers to American democracy from the time of Jackson 
on is that it has been constantly confused with the 
policy of accepting mediocrity. This explains our fail- 
ure to produce enough capable leaders or to draw on 
the whole population for the talents and capacities that 
should be educated. Our conception of democratic edu- 
cation, at its best, has so far meant “taking in every- 

body,” even at the cost of lowering intellectual and 
cultural standards. This principle of inclusion is an 
element in democracy’s strength; but it must be supple- 
mented by a policy of selecting and perfecting the best, 
wherever they may be found. 

Now we lack a public method for creating an aristoc- 
racy of service, without which a democracy becomes the 
prey of the routineer, the private careerist and the un- 
informed, unimaginative, chicken-hearted “public serv- 

ant” whose courage rises or falls in accordance with the 
latest return of the Gallup polls. Hence, in practice, 
most of our leaders are chosen on the basis of wealth 
and family position. This applies not merely to busi- 
ness, but more and more to the professions. Thousands 
of promising students every year must either forgo 
their intellectual development or they must continue 
it under humiliating and embarrassing conditions that 
often curtail their growth. As a result, the rewards of 
money and luxury remain the standard incentives to 
professional education—false incentives and deleterious 
rewards, both deeply injurious to our entire democratic 
system. 

Ultimately, democracy can survive only if every 
member of the community serves it up to the limits of 
his capacity. Every accidental barrier of caste and privi- 
lege and impoverished environment that hinders the 
finding and fulfilling of capacity must be removed. 
If we commit ourselves now to the principle of saving 
the cultural seed corn for the next generation we shall 
therefore be doing two things. We shall provide for the 
continuity of our culture as a whole; and we shall be- 
queath to our democracy a system of selection which in 
time will supersede that based on accidents of birth and” 
wealth. LEWIS MUMFORD 
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Washington’s Military Dilemma 
HE ALLIED DILEMMA was put concisely when 
Australian Minister Richard G. Casey warned 
the National Press Club in Washington that 

while it was impossible to beat Hitler in the Far East 
it was not impossible to lose the war there. Mr. Casey 
contended that a Japanese defeat would not be fol- 
lowed automatically by a German defeat, but that a 
failure to beat the Japanese might well make it im- 
possible to concentrate enough force in the European, 
North African and Middle Eastern sectors to conquer 
Germany. 

Events of the past few weeks have convinced many 
American officials of the soundness of Mr. Casey’s 
view. Continued Japanese landings at strategic points 
throughout the Netherlands East Indies, the advance 

upon the key port of Burma and the rapid conquest of 
Malaya, followed by the siege of the mighty fortress 
of Singapore, are completely changing the official out- 
look upon the Far Eastern struggle. During the first 
month or so after December 7 it was argued that the 
Allies would soon have sufficient strength in the Far 
East to enable them to halt the Japanese drive and to 
regain lost territory. This roseate view has almost com- 
pletely disappeared. It is now recognized that a maxi- 
mum Allied effort will be needed even to retain a 
foothold in the Southwestern Pacific, let alone to 
launch a counter-offensive. . 

The former assumption that with Japan out of the 
war, the Allied forces in the Far East would be avail- 

able for duty against Hitler has now given place to 
apprehension that the rapidity of the Japanese advance 
will soon place enemy naval and air units in a position 
to aid the European end of the Axis by menacing Allied 
supply routes to the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf. 
Enemy occupation of Rangoon and Calcutta, com- 
bined with the immobilization of British warships at 
Singapore through local Japanese control of the air, 
would make it possible for Nipponese submarines and 
surface craft to operate throughout the entire Indian 
Ocean, particularly in the important Arabian Sea. 

It is increasingly apparent that Japanese victories are 
doing far more than merely wresting control of rich and 
strategic areas from the unprepared hands of the Allies. 
They are also putting the enemy in a position to enlarge 
greatly his scope of offensive action. Netherlands Indies 
officials who are now in this country and who have most 
clearly analyzed the Japanese plans are convinced that 
Tokyo does not intend to stop with the projected con- 
quest of American, British and Dutch territory in East 
Asia. They are warning Washington that Japan is con- 
vinced that her only hope of retaining her conquests is 
through a German victory and that Tokyo is prepared 
to remain on the offensive on all fronts. 

Growing uneasiness over the progress of Far Eastern 
hostilities is now resulting in a serious controversy over 
present American war plans. Secretary of the Navy 
Frank Knox has already been forced to modify an ear- 
lier statement that Hitler is the chief enemy and to 
reassure America’s allies in the Southwestern Pacific 
that this does not mean that the United States is not 
fully aware of the potentialities of the Japanese threat. 
It was also interesting to note how many members of 
Congress expressed the opinion that the American ex. 
peditionary force recently landed in Northern Ireland 
should have been sent to the Far East instead. 

More particularly, however, the present controversy 
concerns the distribution of American equipment. It is 
recognized that for all its gains American industry is 
not yet turning out enough material to permit the out. 
fitting of all the Allied forces in every part of the 
world now asking for military goods from this country. 
In the past, Washington has attempted to distribute 
the still meager American output as judiciously as it 
could, retaining a portion for the training and equip- 
ping of its own forces and sending the rest to the Soviet 
Union, the British Isles, North Africa, the Middle East 
and the various Allied strongholds in the Far East. 

This system of worldwide dispersal of material is 
under attack in Allied councils. The Australians and 
Dutch are particularly insistent that some decision be 
reached as to just which areas in the Far East can be 
held most easily and that these areas be given A-1 
priority in the matter of receiving equipment from the 
United States and Great Britain. The Australian posi- 
tion was openly acknowledged by Canberra in its plea 
to Washington for every item of equipment which this 
country could assemble and ship. The Australian con- 
tention is that while other Allied sectors may claim 4 
share of American output, Japanese seizure of New 
Britain and a portion of northeast New Guinea has 
brought the Allies face to face with the problem of 
concentrating on Australia or losing her. 

In private conversation, Allied officials have declared 
that it may soon be necessary to decide upon one, or 2! 
the most two, areas in the Southwest Pacific which can 
be held against the Japanese onslaught and to concen- 

trate all available military equipment in these sectors. 
Although every fighting instinct demands that equip 
ment be sent to fronts under attack, it is argued the! 
military wisdom may dictate that it is better to relax 2 
grip on one area in order to hold another than it 1s ‘0 
lose both through a dispersal of strength. 

There is evidence that this point of view is being # 

least partially adopted in Washington and Londo. 

The Allied Far Eastern commander-in-hief, Gener! 

Sir Archibald Wavell, has chosen the Netherlands 
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Indies as his headquarters rather than Singapore. Such 

a decision would have been unthinkable for the British 
prior to the outbreak of hostilities in East Asia. 

Painful as it might be to lose Singapore because it 
did not receive the equipment needed for a successful 
defense, it would be doubly painful to lose both that 
base and perhaps the neighboring Indies bases of 
Batavia and Surabaya because supplies which might 
prove sufficient for one were insufficient when divided 

> between the two. It is not impossible, however, that 

just this may occur. 
Word that the United States Asiatic Fleet is oper- 

ating from Netherlands Indies bases is additional evi- 

dence that the Allies are planning to make a stiffer 
stand there than elsewhere. But the retention of these 
bases, in the minds of many, may well be dependent 
upon a further curtailment of shipments to Burma, the 
Soviet Union and to American troops waiting for 
equipment in training camps throughout the country. 

The great difficulty in deciding which Far Eastern 
| areas must be defended at all costs stems from the 

valid strategical claims possessed by every major land- 
body from New Zealand to China and India. Bringing 
considerable pressure to bear through her envoys in 
Washington and London, China argues that with sufh- 

} cent artillery and airpower she could drive the Japa- 
nese from the Asiatic mainland, thereby affording bases 
for an assault upon the islands of Japan proper. Chung- 
king warns, however, that if China doesn’t receive 

arms soon, the Japanese offensive against Rangoon, 
= the port of debarkation for the Burma Road, may 

thwart future attempts to utilize the trained manpower 
under Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek. Inability to use 
China’s strategic position and battle-hardened infantry 
would be a major tactical tragedy for the Allies. 
The great difficulty which confronts the Allied com- 

mand when it attempts to decide which areas must get 
priority on war shipments is typified by the present 
position of Burma. Although less is said of fighting in 
this sector than of the battles around Singapore, on 
Batan Peninsula and in Macassar Strait, it js hardly 
less important. Loss of Burma would jeopardize all of 
British India and open the way for realization of a 
main Axis dream—domination of the hundreds of mil- 
lions of persons and the vast wealth of south Asia. Al- 
though the Anglo-American airforce based at Rangoon 
as scored heavily over Japanese bombers and fighters, 

there is little reason to suppose that the defenses of 
Burma are stronger than those of British Malaya which 

mbled before the Japanese advance. Like China, 
Burma is difficult to reinforce since shipping must go 
‘ither by way of Cape Town or Australia, yet there 
ust be many in Washington and London who advo- 

fate sending tanks, guns and planes to this front even 
ough it means less for Java and Australia. 
But if Washington is confronted with a hard choice 

nN regard to the several areas of the Far East, it is 
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faced with still more difficult alternatives when the 
demands of the Southwest Pacific are pitted against 
those of other belligerent sectors. Since it is unlikely 
that this country will be able to supply half a dozen 
strategically important fronts in the Far East with a 
sufficiency of material in the near future, there is even 
less likelihood of the United States’ being able to do it 
while simultaneously equipping such widely separated 
and important regions as North Africa, the Middle 
East, the British Isles and West Africa, to say nothing 

of the Soviet Union. An excellent example of the many 
cross-currents which complicate Allied determination to 
concentrate on this or that front is afforded by the ever 
present realization that the final defeat of Germany 
must come through a British invasion of the Continent 
which will synchronize with and complement Russian 
victories, British leaders admit, however, that Britain 

has not assembled and gives little promise of being 
able to assemble the vast amount of equipment which 
such an offensive demands. This material must come 
from the United States and every item sent elsewhere 
postpones the day when an invasion can be attempted. 

Furthermore, latest reports from Libya show the 
British to be seriously menaced by the reinforced Axis 
army under Field Marshal Erwin Rommel. It is 
feared that the Axis has managed to land enough 
reinforcements to permit Rommel to repeat his 
feat of last year. Here again, the difficulty may be 
traced in part to Britain’s decision, which must have 
appeared unavoidable, to disperse material to Malaya. 

As it stands today, the evidence is that no one area 
is yet receiving enough equipment to guarantee un- 

equivocal victory over the Axis. North Africa, West 
Africa, the Soviet Union, Asia Minor, China, the Brit- 

ish Isles are all obtaining a portion of the American 
output. In most of these regions it has contributed meas- 
urably to Allied strength, but nowhere has it been 
enough to provide the final punch for victory. In North 
Africa the British are struggling against the spectre of 
disaster for the second year in a row. Malaya is gone, 
Burma is endangered and the Netherlands Indies are 
feeling the invaders’ weight on all sides. Throughout 
the Far East, American aid has been insufficient to de- 

feat the Japanese decisively at any major point. In 
Russia it is doubtful that American assistance has had 
an appreciable effect upon hostilities. 

Yet if most of this widely sprinkled equipment had 
gone to any one sector, it would in all probability have 
made possible a crushing Axis defeat there. On the 
other hand, it is equally possible that to have left other 
Allied fronts without reinforcements would have been 
to invite an equally crushing defeat upon ourselves, No 
more difficult problem faces President Roosevelt and 
his advisers than the decision as to how American out- 
put is to be distributed. Upon Washington’s judgment 
may depend the length of the war. 
Washington JOSEPH G. HARRISON 
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Clerical Fascism in Latin America 

cist groups in Latin America, the greatest loser 
at the Rio conference was a powerful political 

arm of the Catholic Church. To say that the political 
influence of the Church in Latin America is enormous, 

or that this influence, as elsewhere, has been anti-liberal 
and often anti-democratic, is to smother a key factor 
with generalizations that are trite though true. Even 

the best of the good-neighbor experts hastily concede 
the reactionary role of the Church and move over to 
less embarrassing ground in Latin American affairs. 
Yet it is as fruitless to discuss political textures in South 
American countries, ignoring the activities of the 
Church, as it would be to talk about their economic 

problems while ignoring the fact that Latin America 
is predominantly agricultural. 

There as in Spain, in Portugal and in the rest of 
Europe, the reactionary elements within the Church 
(and they have determined the Church’s recent politi- 
cal strategy) favor a brand of clerical fascism that can 

never come to terms with democratic objectives. Church 
difficulties within Germany notwithstanding, reaction 
seems to provide a more congenial atmosphere for cler- 
ical purposes than does democracy, as the idealization 
of Franco’s Spain and Salazar’s Portugal in numer- 
ous Catholic publications abundantly testifies. Fortu- 
nately the social and political goals of the reactionary 
arm of the Church are by no means always those of 
the great masses of sincere Catholics. That was proved 
in every test of Catholic opinion in the United States 
during the Spanish civil war. It has been proved again 
in the recent Chilean election, in which the Catholic 

voters not only defeated the clerical favorite but found 
many enlightened churchmen on their side. Neverthe- 
less, the most powerful political forces within the 
Church in Latin America are today anti-democratic 
and resentful of American influence. Whatever of anti- 
Axis solidarity was brought about at Rio is not only 
distasteful to these forces; it represents a partial victory 
over a deliberate and quite open fascist-clerical tieup 
which has long regarded the United States and Pan- 
Americanism as its chief enemies. 

What political Catholicism wants to achieve in 
Latin America, or rather what it wants to retain, is 

best suggested by Hubert Herring’s characterization 
of the Church there as the “residuary legatee of colo- 
nial feudalism.” It does not seem at all illogical there- 
fore to find it warmly supporting the two organizations 
that have done most to combat the slowly rising tide 
of democracy among the Spanish-speaking peoples of 
the Western Hemisphere. Both the Spanish Phalanx 
and the National Sinarchist Union are violently anti- 
United States and have long fought the idea of hemi- 

Fh een THE AXIS POWERS and the native fas sphere solidarity against the Axis. Both have more or 
less openly done Hitler’s work. 

The Phalanx especially has been active in the United 3 

States wherever large Spanish-speaking groups are 
found. The extent to which certain elements of +h» 
Church have allied themselves with these fascist oy. & 
fits is therefore quite remarkable. In the current issu: 

of The Protestant, H. R. Southworth establishes the ‘ 
relationship by showing that the Falangist and Sina. Bf 
chist programs have received the blessing of influentis! 
spokesmen of the Church, including some Americay,, 

This foreshadows the answer to increasing Catholic de. 
mands both here and in Latin America for greater 
Catholic participation in the good-neighbor program, 

The record begins, as it must, with Franco. His role 
as spokesman for the Church is virtually unchallenged 
in South America, where few important churchmen 
would quarrel with the estimate of that “Valiant Catho. 
lic Gentleman” printed in the St. Sylvester Parish 
Voice of Chicago: “He is a marvel of tenderness and 
energy. The ravishing thing about Franco is his purity. 
.. - He is a devout Catholic.” Franco and the Phalanx 
are, of course, one. The foreign service of the Phalanx 
operates directly from the Foreign Ministry in Mz. 
drid, which is headed by that dependable Axis handy. 
man, Ramén Serrano Sufier. Up to this point the 
Church may pretend a state of technical innocence; but 
we now learn that the work of Spain’s foreign religious 
missions is directed from this identical ministry. 

Within the ministry there has been created a Su. 
perior Council of Spanish Religious Missions Abroad, 
with members representing all Spanish missionary 
orders. Ariba, the chief Falangist paper in Spain, re- 
garded the establishment of this council as an impor- 
tant step in creating a feeling of Spanish (fascist) unity § 
throughout the former Spanish empire. How impor- 
tant fascist Spain, officially, considers the council’s ac 
tivities may be judged from the fact that the budget 
of the Foreign Ministry for the current fiscal year pro- 
vides 150,000 pesetas for Spanish religious missions 

abroad out of gratefulness for “the significant work 
being done by the religious missions of a/J (italics ours) 
the orders and the fruitful consequences derived from 
that work for Spanish [fascist] action and influence 
abroad.” What we have here is the spectacle of the 
Church working openly with Franco’s money and pric 

tically within the Falange to buttress the efforts of the 
most vicious enemies of Pan-American solidarity against 
the Axis. Given this background, it is not surprising to 
find General Franco himself rewarding his Latin 
American ecclesiastical allies in a great ceremony * 
Madrid attended by influential Spanish churchmea 
from all over the world (including the Philippines). 
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The codperation of the churchmen with the Falan- 
gists is an established fact of daily life in Latin 

America, as the article in The Protestant shows. In 
publications and through various public functions 
participated in by priests and church dignitaries the 
average Catholic is made aware of his Chirch’s politi- 
cal preference. For example; a routine part of the 
procedure at uniformed Falangist meetings is the field 
mass dedicated to the union of the fascist organization 
and the political church. Taking its cue from Madrid, 
the Latin American members of the Phalanx attack the 
Monroe Doctrine and Pan-Americanism. Their press 
is pro-Nazi, pro-fascist and anti-Semitic. A single, typi- 
cal headline from Hispanidad, the Falangist paper of 
Mexico, describes their program perfectly: “Buenos 

- Aires, Catholic and Hispanic, opposed to Washington, 

barbarous, Protestant and Jewish.” 
The Sinarchist movement is a Mexican version of 

the Christian Front. The top man in the movement at 
present is Salvador Abascal, now organizing the Sinar- 

chist colonizing project in Lower California. Preach- 
ing the destruction of democracy, his avowed ideal is a 
return to the conditions of the thirteenth century. The 
favorite attack of his newspaper on Cardenas berated 
the latter’s “Jewish-Masonic convictions.” To Abascal 
and to his movement even the Church in the United 

States gives comfort. The Rev. Jerome P. Holland 

M e es 

obilizing 
HE APPOINTMENT of Donald Nelson as chair- 
man of the new War Production Board with 
full power to mobilize our industrial resources 

is a first important step toward all-out production. If 
the Victory Program is to be achieved, we must estab- 
lish a Department of Labor Supply with comparable 
strong powers to codrdinate the numerous federal 
agencies now charged with mobilizing our manpower. 

Bernard Baruch has warned us that “in modern war, 
administrative control must replace the law of supply 
and demand.” Under a war economy, labor and ma- 
terials are both limited in supply while demands for 
both in the capital-goods industries and in the war 
effort are relatively unlimited. In both cases, unless 

there is some codrdinated body of control, there is dis- 
organization in the operating markets. 

Britain learned this lesson the hard way. We have 
yet to learn it. At the present time, six major federal 
agencies are supposedly “codperating” to handle our 
labor-supply problems. The Selective Service System 
under General Lewis B. Hershey selects men for the 
armed forces. The Labor Division of the War Produc- 
tion Board under Sidney Hillman mobilizes manpower 
for industrial production and supervises training pro- 
grams. The Bureau of Employment Security in the 
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writing in The Tablet, the organ of the Brooklyn 
diocese (November 8, 1941), assures American Catho- 

lics that the Sinarchist movement “may be described 
as a movement of the Right, deeply rooted in Catholic 
spirituality and philosophy, recognizing the evils from 

which modern society is suffering and proposing prac- 
tical remedies. . . .” 

The remedy, of course, is fascism, preferably cleri- 
cal; but the important fact to note here is the open 
support of a movement dedicated to the destruction of 
democracy and hatred for the United States. Further 
support for sinarchism has come from the News Serv- 

ice of the National Catholic Welfare Conference (a 
voice of the American hierarchy) and from the influen- 
tial Jesuit weekly in El Paso, Texas, Revista Catélica. 

Church support of fascist, anti-United States move- 
ments is but one side of the story. The other lies in 
the persistent demands on the part of the Church that 
the good-will program in Latin America be left to 
Catholic efforts. The New York Times recently printed 
a letter written in Peru and signed by five American 
priests reiterating this demand. Naturally enough, one 
of the signers was Father Joseph F. Thorning. These 
demands have already reached our State Department. 

Needless to say, any surrender on this point could 
only be construed as a new kind of appeasement—the 
appeasement of clerical fascism. MAX GISSEN 

Manpower 
Federal Security Agency under Paul McNutt runs the 
new United States Employment Service and adminis- 
ters unemployment compensation. The Department of 
Labor retains certain conciliation functions and operates 
programs for industrial welfare. The War Labor Board, 
and to a limited extent the National Labor Relations 
Board, are charged with settling industrial disputes. 
Except for participation in a few inadequate inter- 
departmental committees, each agency plunges ahead 
without benefit of a general plan. | 

An even greater number of agencies dealt with labor 
supply in Britain during the last war, and on the basis 

of that experience a single consolidated Ministry of 
Labor and National Service was established by the 
British soon after September 3, 1939. In a monograph 
on “The Mobilization of the Home Front,” Eric 

Biddle clearly describes the job this agency is doing 
to mobilize British manpower: 

1. It withdraws from the total available manpower the 
several million men and women needed for the armed 
forces and the civil-defense services. 

2. It provides the manpower necessary to maintain the 

output of goods and services for the armed forces and for 
essential civilian needs. To do so, it not only finds employ- 
ment through its labor exchanges for those who are unem- 
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ployed, but it also provides for the training or retraining 
of men for more productive work, and it arranges for large- 
scale transfers of men and women to work more vital to 
the war effort, even if it is necessary to transfer them from 
the army to civilian life. 

3. It increases the efficiency of workers by ‘adjusting 
industrial disputes, by broadening the scope of existing 
industrial-welfare services and by providing new social serv- 
ices for the improvement of their health and welfare. 

This kind of codrdinated planning and action on 
labor-supply matters should be established here if the 
manpower requirements of President Roosevelt’s Vic- 
tory Program are to be met. The Victory Program 
calls for 10,000,000 additional workers in war indus- 

tries this year, a 200-percent increase over the number 
so employed at the end of 1941. War plans call for 
approximately 2,500,000 additional men to be inducted 
into the armed forces during the same period. The 
Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Labor Department 
estimates that at least 2,000,000 of the additional 10,- 

000,000 industrial workers will have to be brought in 
from outside the present labor market. Another 1,500,- 

000 are estimated as coming from the previously un- 
employed group. About 8,000,000, it is estimated, will 
be transferred from production for civilian to military 
purposes. Agriculture will give up 400,000 to war in- 

dustries, and about 400,000 self-employed citizens will 

probably join them. 
This delicately balanced recipe cannot produce suc- 

cessful results if it is to be concocted by a number of 
“codperating” cooks, all with equal authority. 

The Tolan Committee on Interstate Migration re- 
cently called the key officials in the labor-supply field 
to testify on our manpower situation. These hearings 
were a remarkable parallel to earlier hearings before 
the same committee on the production of war materials. 
John Corson, currently director of both the Employ- 
ment Security Bureau under McNutt and the Labor 
Supply Division under Hillman, was a principal wit- 

ness. Mr. Corson said that he and his colleagues have 
the labor-supply situation well in hand, that it would 
be unwise to set up one consolidated labor-supply 
agency because all the “codoperating” agencies are very 
busy just now and that to consolidate them would take 
time and cause confusion. General Hershey said that 
manpower could probably be better handled by a con- 
solidated agency, but added that it should be possible 
to bring about the needed consolidation on an “advisory 
basis” and that such an agency probably “should be 
administered by codperation.” 
The list of things still to be done on the labor-supply 

front makes less heartening reading than the optimistic 
testimony of some of the Tolan Committee witnesses. 
Before adequate control of labor supply can be had, 
we need an inventory both of skilled workers now 
employed and of our total potential labor force of both 
sexes, all colors and all degrees of physical fitness. This 
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tremendous task should probably be done a little at a 
time in order to conserve the strength and efficiency, 
of those who must do the job. Much labor information 
can be had from the Selective Service registration of 
February 16, and thereafter a more detailed inventory 
of skilled workers can be made in the field by Employ. 
ment Service interviewers. Later on a complete regis. 
tration of every prospective member of our labor force 
should be undertaken. 

Orderly transfer of workers from civilian to war 
production and introduction of large numbers of new 
workers into the labor market will require an expanded 

and streamlined training program. Women and Ne 
groes are still suffering from serious discrimination in 
employment for war industries, and are also being dis. 
criminated against m-TMost federal training programs. 

The United States Employment Service must be 
geared up until it is capable of the kind of perform. 
ance the British Labor Exchanges are daily giving on 
the local level where they serve as the focal point for 
the whole war effort as far as the average British 
worker is concerned. Our Employment Service mus: 
be prepared for the time when all hirings and firings 
for all war-industry jobs will clear through its loca’ 
offices. The brand of timidity Employment Service 
leaders have been showing recently will not equip the 
agency for this heavy duty. 

The fact that bureaucrats incline to protect their own 
pdsitions and prerogatives even at the expense of the 
general efficiency is nothing new. And so it is no sur. 
prise that in this situation we cannot depend on the 
heads of the agencies concerned to back a plan for con- 
solidation which would shear each one of at least a par: 
of his present powers. The group which logical]; 
should be most concerned with the control and admin- 
istration of labor supply is organized labor itself. Bu: 
organized labor has thus far failed to come forward 
with any program. Labor leaders will have much to 
answer for if they fail to support a plan to mobilize 
and allocate our labor supply. 

There is every indication that for the next few years 
workers in this country will be living and working 
under rigorous controls. The exercise of such controls 
cannot be safe unless labor supplies the staff for ad- 
ministering them. Thus far labor leaders have been 
slow to understand that a haphazard mobilization o! 
labor is dangerous and that the assignment of men to 
jobs should no longer be left to chance. Thus far, the 
AFL, the CIO and the Railway Brotherhoods have 
not come forward with any plan for full labor mobil: 
zation. Any united program on this question, sub 
scribed to by all three labor groups, would command 
presidential attention and respect. Members of organ- 
ized labor and their friends have every right to expect 
that such a program be prepared and presented with- 
out further delay. 
Washington HELEN FULLIR 
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Washington Notes 

—__— 

Con gress-as-Usual 

T Is TOO LITTLE REALIZED that President Roosevelt is 
l currently cursed with a bad Congress. Never has he 
needed intelligent congressional support and criticism so 
badly; never have they been harder to get. The quality of 
Congress has been degenerating ever since 1933. When 
Roosevelt first came to power the nation was badly fright- 
ened and the House and Senate, reflecting this fear, dele- 
gated power to the executive almost without question. 
Roosevelt used his power to achieve partial economic re- 

covery and reform. As the national income rose, so did the 
courage of the legislative branch. Old-line Democrats and 
Republicans who, together, had always been in the ma- 
jority reasserted themselves, Roosevelt was accused of 
usurpation. The New Deal minority was forced to fight 
a rearguard action to defend its early gains. Sometimes, as 
in the Supreme Court fight, it was routed. 

In 1938, the New Deal tried to throw out some of the 
hard shells of the Democratic Party but failed. The Re- 
publican Party gained enough seats in the House to clinch 
the balance of power, and held most of these gains in 1940. 
Under the vacillating leadership of Representative Joe 
Martin of Massachusetts, the Republicans employed their 
power to obstruct the President’s foreign and domestic poli- 
cies but seldom with sufficient effect to dramatize their 
opposition. By allying themselves with reactionary South- 
ern Democrats, Republicans beat the President repeatedly 
on domestic issues. But these victories, often won behind 

committee doors, were relatively inconspicuous. On major 
questions of foreign policy, the Southern Democrats shifted 

their support to the New Deal, allowing the administration 
to win by narrow margins. The bill extending the Selective 
Service Act, for example, was passed by one vote in the 
House. 

The Senate, not because its individual members are more 

liberal than their brethren in the House, but rather because 

their political judgments are more mature and their con- 
stituencies broader, has been more amenable to White House 

leadership. On several occasions the Senate has undone the 
work of the reactionary alliance between Republicans and 
Southern Democrats in the House. Thus the omnibus 
labor bill of Representative Howard W. Smith of Virginia, 

a monstrosity even in the eyes of enlightened conservatives, 
got by the House only to be stopped by the Senate. 
The history of this measure illustrates the essential differ- 

ence between Senators and Representatives. House mem- 
ders were thrown into panic by middle-class resentment 
against defense strikers and the middle-class pressure groups 

exploiting this resentment. Smith’s loudest and most effec- 
tive support came from members representing rural cor- 
stituencies, But Senators, almost all of whom represent 
considerable numbers of urban voters as well as farm and 
small-town constituents, were impressed by the united AFL- 
CIO opposition. They were glad to delay action while the 
President reorganized his mediation machinery. The story 
of several other measures has been similar. 
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Pearl Harbor may have unified public opinion in the 
United States but it has utterly failed to unify Congress. It 

took Congress six months to pass a price-control bill and the 

farm blocs of the House and Senate successfully held out, 

Pearl Harbor notwithstanding, until they were assured that 

the measure would raise rather than anchor farm prices. 

Real-estate interests were successful in bludgeoning the 
administration into accepting a compromise defense-housing 

bill. ‘The Treasury is so uncertain of support for the kind 
of tax bill it considers necessary that it is postponing the 

evil day when it must present and defend its recommenda- 

tions before the House Ways and Means Committee. 
Everyone acknowledges the danger of a disastrous war 

inflation. Taxes and price control are merely two strings to 
the same anti-inflation bow. It is essential to have effective 
correlation of price-fixing and taxation if the first condi- 
tion to effective organization of the home front is to be 
met. Yet there is no basis for hope that Congress will do 
any better, if as well, with taxes than it has done with 

price control. Last year’s tax bill was carefully designed to 
protect Coca Cola, the tobacco companies and other big 

favorites of Southern committee chairmen from hard- 
hitting excess-profits taxes. It will be the same old fight all 

over again this year and administration authorities make no 
secret of their fears about the outcome. 

Every member of the House and Senate tells himself and 
his constituents that he is supporting the war effort. Yet 
the administration must compromise, wheedle and threaten 
in order to put through manifestly essential legislation. A 
large minority, which sometimes becomes a majority, con- 

siders that it has given the war effort full support merely 
by voting for army and navy appropriations and that, this 
duty done, opposition is indicated on a politics-as-usual basis. 

The President, in spite of his congressional afflictions, 
committed himself to a political truce during the still more 
uncertain days preceding Pearl Harbor. At that time it 

appeared that any possible change in Congress would be 

for the worse. Now the situation seems less hopeless. There 
should be a reasonably good chance of cutting off the iso- 
lationist limbs on which the war found many members of 

Congress. To cite an extreme example: how can Repre- 
sentative Hamilton Fish hope to be reélected in the Presi- 
dent’s home district now that a grand jury has exposed his 
involvement in the Viereck Verein and his voting record 
bears public witness to his obstructionism before Decem- 
ber 7, and after? 

Clarence Budington Kelland, new publicity director of 
the Republican Party, gave the administration an excuse 
for calling off the political truce. Answering Kelland’s de- 
mand for a resumption of hostilities, Democratic Chairman 
Edward Flynn announced in a radio speech that he would 
consider election of a hostile Congress as great a mis- 
fortune as a major military defeat and act accordingly. 
What he did not say, but what administration officials fully 
understand, is that the present Congress is a hostile Con- 
gress. The President intends to wage a campaign on the 
single issue of war support without respect for party lines, 
acknowledging that this time a Willkie Republican is prefer- 
able to a Wheeler Democrat. But such distinctions are hard 
to make and bad war news might play into the hands of the 
opposition. Wilson lost his wartime congressional election. 
Washington T. R. B. 
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Ordeal by Gallery 

OR A TRIAL OF STRENGTH I offer you a trip through 
ee art gallery. There is nothing so physically tiring. 
Herewith are some reasons for the mobile stupor of gallery- 
going and some suggestions to better a situation in which 
modern improvements have hardly made a dent. For one 
thing, our museum directors believe that your capacity for 
seeing paintings is exactly equal to the total acreage of their 
museum’s walls. The average exhibit in our larger galleries 
includes from two to three hundred paintings. This along 
with the sculpture and drawings. 

The more modern museums have added photography, 
ceramics, weaving, moving pictures and lecturers on the 

modern dance. And for a price they give you a catalogue 

to read in your spare moments, All this the average 
gallery-goer, whose time and interest are not confined to 
art, is supposed to enjoy and enrich himself with in the two 

or three hours of his gallery trip. Something like it would be 
reading “War and Peace,” two short stories and a scientific 

journal in one sitting. You'll get indigestion even if you 
read awfully fast. But there they are, the hundreds of 
artistic revelations, and you take it but don’t like it, or you 
like it and can’t take it. Or you stay at 
home. 

And art galleries don’t believe in throw- 
ing anything away. Good, bad or indiffer- 
ent, if it’s sculpted, drawn or painted, it’s 

sacred and nothing can keep the gallery 
from showing it. Especially if someone like 
Andrew Mellon bought it or some guys oP 
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wise to start in the last two rooms. There you should take 
long looks at Max Weber, John Marin, Charles Burch- 

field and George Grosz. 
As you head toward the exit, glance at Charles Demuth, 

Maurice Prendergast, Winslow Homer, Thomas Eakins 

and Audubon. Then go home. You’ve seen the best there is 

in American watercolor, also the highlights of its historica| 
development. You’ve missed some hundred and seventy 

other paintings. If you have to have your museum migraine, 
go back and look moved before the Whistlers and Sargents, 

Watercolor painting in any tradition is for the most part 
water, line and paper, with color coming in a poor fourth, 
Color, for both emotional and pictorial reasons, is a neg!j- 
gible entity. This may or may not arise from shortcoming: 
inherent in the medium itself. Anyway, in this show there 
are two exceptions to the rule—Weber and Marin. In their 
work color is as functional as any of the other means, They 
are in contrast to an artist like Reginald Marsh who talks 
about the social animal with an acute descriptive line, but 
lays on his color as an afterthought; it has no particula 
emotional value and it’s not even nice to look at. O; 
Thomas Eakins, who could do what he pleased with line. 
In an Eakins painting of a figure dancing on tiptoe, the 
playing of one line against another gives you the feeling 

that the lines themselves are moving, and 

as a result the figure has a poised lightnes 
that is delightful. But when you look for 
the same from the color you find it sat the 
number out. 

Max Weber is an artist with a grandnes 
“sof: feeling for the warmth and richness of 

life, and one who has at his disposal al! the 4 

named Berenson said it was good. So A. ~ab\. ‘Z means of achieving that feeling in paint- 
among the two hundred paintings you are 
asked to look at some hundred and fifty = 
bad ones, an experience roughly similar to 

K~—w. ing. Few artists alive have a superior sen- 
sitivity for color. There is a constant play 

MF. of color rhythms and shapes within his 
4 « ” - . ** . . Bs 

hearing ““The Blue Danube” for an entire aces Wanen semi-abstract compositions. His invention 
afternoon, even with some Sibelius and 
Bing Crosby thrown in every now and then as incentive. 

The museums have all kinds of reasons for showing 

everything they ever got into their hands. They might show 
something because it is artistically good. Then again they 
might show it because it is surrealistic or because it isn’t 
surrealistic. Maybe it was done in the Renaissance, or 
maybe it was done this morning, and that makes Time 
the excuse. Naturally all this is historically important. I 
agree; it should be kept under lock and key—in the history 
room. There are exceptions, a few museums which show 
only pictures that are esthetically right. The Phillips Memo- 
rial Gallery in Washington, D. C., is a fine example. It is 
a great thrill and pleasure to see collections like this. No 
herring, no cheese, no ham, and just the right amount of 
schmaltz. 

Also there are not enough easy chairs in galleries. I know 
one where there aren’t any. 

All of which brings us in a roundabout sort of way to 
the Whitney Museum of American Art and its exhibit, “A 
History of American Watercolor Painting.” As is custom- 
ary at this museum, the completeness of the show is re- 
markable, and there is good representation of the better 
artists. But most of the pictures are there for historical rea- 
sons, and for artistic enjoyment as well as comfort it is 

never runs out, and it is always conceived 
in the interests of his theme. As a result you can look at 
his pictures time and time again without being bored. Occ:- 
sionally there is too much invention, too much intellectual- 
ized maneuvering, and the resulting picture is overworked. 
But only occasionally. One of the finest watercolors I’ve 
ever seen is that job of his called “Summer.” 

Much has been said of the man from Maine, John 
Marin. You may feel your enjoyment more sudden than 
lasting. Still, the first view of a Marin landscape is the main 
thing, and that seems to be this artist’s intention. Mari 
makes much of the instant perception, in which he stresses 
both the structural forces within the scene and within the 
picture plane. In his later work there is not so much drive, 
not so many jagged driving lines. The feeling is much 
softer in color and form. But in any manner, Marin’s brave 
and artistic statements are watercolor laridmarks, and art 

among the finest of American achievements of whatever 
kind. 

With George Grosz it’s the social satires you like. In 
his more abstract color explosions, the bursts come at the 
same time and cancel themselves out. Lately he has been 
working with texture, and no man ever worked it harder. 

It’s usually a grasslike texture and he gives it to you 
all sizes and shapes. Rabbits would probably be nuts over 

it. 
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it. But in his satirical work he is as virulent as anyone since 

Daumier. He has gteat sharpness and strength and he can 

build up a squirrely line with repetition and variation into 

as frightful a human being as you’ve ever seen. Besides 

being a very fine painting, his “Messenger of Good Will,” 

done in 1928, could have told anyone what they needed 

to know about Nazism at the time. 

Then there is Charles Burchfield, the genius at catching 
the dress, mood and weather on Main Street in dramatic 

dark and light. So far as I’m concerned, the darks are all 
too much alike, and likewise the lights. Or maybe there is 
not enough variation in the color, Something’s short. 

Also present, Charles Demuth, the exquisite composer 

with the tinlike color. Not since Cezanne has there been a 
more finicky line. William Prendergast’s patchwork color 
compositions are better in oil. So are George Luks’. Pop 
Hart’s compositions go around with much the same ease as 

that artist did. I couldn’t tell you a thing about Winslow 
Homer because I never could find anything in him to talk 
about. MANNY FARBER 

More Sound Than Fury 

OMAN OF THE YEAR” is a film you will want to see 
for the good things in it, and also wring your hands for 

the bad. It has an engaging quality deriving from its per- 
sonalities, but where direction and writing are concerned, it 

is static and often ham, it is at least twenty minutes too long 
for the motion it carries, And the motion is too little for a 
picture, because the thing was conceived as two people mak- 

ing a great many long statements at each other. 
Tangling by chance with a sports writer on the paper 

for which she is a sort of Dorothy Thompson, only young 
and beautiful, the girl falls in love and marries the fellow, 
and the rest of the story is devoted to showing how her busy 
little international hysterias shove him out of sight and make 
him miserable. He must be a patient, patient man in this 
story, because when George Stevens directs a sequence 
showing somebody being booted around, somebody is booted 
around. Much of this is relieved by the fact that the lady 
columnist has a convincing routine of being lovely, tender 
and seductive for him those rare times when he is ready to 
blow up, and by the fact that while patient, he is no dope; 
he has quite a few short right jabs of comment to deliver on 
nis own. 

Finally enough is too much; he stops her play with the 
adopted refugee kid, and leaves. This, we are to suppose, 
is the start of weaning her from the teletype and cable 
offices; it is also the start of one of the most unforgivably 
long marriage ceremonies (when George Stevens marries 
a couple, they aren’t going to pick the lock), and one of 
the most: embarrassing sequences of Mrs.-Newlywed-in- 
\itchen since whatever was the worst of the Charley Chase 

snorts. These are the troubles of it: there is something good, 
even very high and sweet, and then there is something off 
key or out of possibility, or there is too much of something 
either in the way of relentless pursuit of it or of stepping it 
up to stridency. Or there is that crude lack of point and 
taste of which any is too much. 
. The problem is a nice one to play around with, an original 
out done too much in the hackneyed pattern of newspaper 
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man, newspaper woman. It has plenty of edge in the ex- 
position, and it has some of the nicest wit in dialogue—lines 
right out of the free speech of those who can land on both 

feet talking, the natural in humor and sarcasm. But I sup- 
pose it starts to lose ground when the audience perceives 

that such a fine type of man would never go all the way 
down the line for such a uselessly preéminent bitch, and it 
leaves its doubt afterwards how even patience and under- 
standing could reform such an ingrained case of meddlesome 
tuft-hunting in one lifetime, let alone the last ten minutes. 

Katharine Hepburn wouldn’t win a screen-test for pret- 

ties, yet she has that rare quality of composing all the lines 

of her face and figure, sense and feeling, into a pattern 
which is seen and felt as a thing of beauty. And she has 
never before been able to condense into one performance so 

much of this almost outrageous challenge and appeal, de- 

liberate affectation and genuine, delightful ease. She is set a 
little off center by the writing and direction (she has to do 
four things at once instead of two; she has to speak ten Jan- 

guages like a native, which no girl with hair and nails like 
that to take care of would ever be able to spare the time for). 

But when she has her good scenes of being bright or tender 

or passionate or wicked, the hip (etc.) shakers of 1942 will 
have to shake plenty to come near her claim for the most 
seductive woman of the year. 

The man-as-a-rock in this story is Spencer Tracy. He has 
that poise and self-security which might pass as “just being 
natural” until you try it on the stage for yourself. And in 
“Woman of the Year” he blunts or turns aside any tin knife 
of the ludicrous which the situation may have pointed against 

him, simply by virtue of a steady intelligence, a cagey grasp 
of stage motion and effects, and something profound in the 
way of kindness and knowingness and cheer which needs 

no flurry of business for its projection, since it is received all 

around with the immediacy of air waves, and which, being 
profound, can never be made silly. 

“King’s Row” is an unusual movie, not for anything tech- 
nically, but for its material and the relatively straight treat- 
ment of it. It is taken from the novel by Henry Bellamann, 
a study of certain relations and violences in American small- 
town life, especially as felt in the youth and growing-older 
of the generation 1880. Sam Wood and his screen writer, 

Casey Robinson, have succeeded in graying up some of the 
blacks, and certainly both their ending and the prominence 
given four young maidens are a detraction of excitement 

from the actual business. But two of the key families are 
afflicted by forms of madness; there are murder, suicide, 

mutilation, sadism (though lightly), and two plans of false 

commitment to institutions for the insane. It is true that the 
public will take anything in the way of blood and horror so 
long as the form is melodrama. But this is not handled for 
melodrama but for real, seriously and conscientiously. 

The faults of “King’s Row” are length (two hours and 
seven minutes) ; the casting in a lead part of Robert Cum- 
mings, a harmless nice boy with a permanent; and that curse 
and damn it in all pictures, talk, and then some talk, and 
after that we'll have some talk. Naturally people talk, you 
can’t stop them. But when the points of a story on the screen 
have to be made by a head which fills it, telling all about 
what happened, what is going to happen, what ought to 
happen; and when as in this case you get a hundred feet of 
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Madame Ouspenskaya mugging without the relief of one 
camera shift, and then two hundred feet of Mr. Cummings 

struggling with blown-up lines and threadbare quotations; 
and when in particular a great deal of this flood of words 
holds no advancement whatsoever either to the plot or to 

world knowledge, beauty or light—why then you know 
that someone is not making pictures, but has got too many 

wrong ideas about too many bad books. 
It was Sam Wood who should have cut this down. He 

has a talent that not many have, and he has feeling; but 
he is simply not easy in pictures yet. In spite of overlength, 
his film has a nice apportionment of dramatic qualities. In 
spite of times when emotion is merely burlesqued by poor 
timing or lack of depth, he gets an overall sense of people 
in trouble and in life, and some of his situations are con- 

trived beautifully enough so that there is no awareness of 

contrivance—the mood is established and carries on from 
there. The best treatments were of Claude Rains as the 
counselor and tragic father, of Betty Field as the girl in 
love and terrified of her own insanity; of Charles Coburn 
as the fanatic doctor; and of the boy and the girl from op- 
posite sides of the railroad tracks (Donald Reagan who is 
good and no surprise, and Ann Sheridan who is both). 

There is also a feeling of likelihood and of truth to the 
time and place which is never a coincidence, and not brought 
about by skill alone. To condense what happens in such a 
case: a man can drive up in a buggy and it isn’t good for 
a laugh. The interiors are well studied and there are many 
subtle touches in using them to effect. (The exteriors are so 
poorly lighted and blended as to make you think of the old 
vaudeville Main Street front drop, and demand before it 
is too late that for outdoor shots certain studios get the hell 
outdoors once, so they will remember what it looks like.) 

Erich Korngold’s music is good and occasionally striking, 
and it also occasionally seems he thinks he’s making the pic- 
ture. I liked Ernest Cossart and Pat Moriarty and their 
shanty-Irish house. In fact I liked the picture. It is recom- 
mended as a yes-and-no affair, with me leaning on the yes. 

OTIS FERGUSON 

Ibsen Translation Note 

NE OF THE THINGS commonly said about Ibsen is that 
O the familiar Archer translations are inadequate. Nor- 
wegians often remark on this; and the internal evidence of 
the plays themselves not seldom implies the same. It is not 
so much a question of literalness, a sharp exactitude, in one 
sense, but rather in the super-regions, as it were, of the 

literal, where tone is involved, the various elements that go 

to make up what, for lack of a better term, we call the tone. 
In many passages of Ibsen’s dialogue we can tell from both 
the character and the situation that the tone of the trans- 

lation is off. That can go even further: in the case, for 

example, of the leading character in “The Enemy of the 
People,” we should be, if we went by the translation alone, 

misled and confused. All of which being true, it would 

appear that an effort to make a fresh translation calls for 
at least a record from us, however brief and without benefit 

of any scholarship in Ibsen’s Norwegian. 
Archer himself says in one of his notes that on the stage 

it is impossible, and would often be injudicious, to regard 
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certain “minutiae,” but that in the printed text it has been 
his “principle, when occasion arose, to subordinate fluency 
to fidelity.” He goes on to add that vernacular ease ha; 
not always been his primary consideration. Such an attitude 
and statement seems unmanageable; we can only conclude 
from it that either Ibsen must suffer when the translations 
are done in our theatre, or that whoever does the trans|:- 
tions in the theatre must tinker with them, seasoning them 
to taste. A hopeless quandary, take it as you like. 

It is in the direction of stage speakability and stage 
fluency and convincing naturalness that the new translation 
of “Hedda Gabler” marks a great improvement over the 
Archer. There are times in his translations when we ask 
ourselves how it could be possible that a critic of the theatre, 
and thus a frequent visitor, could be so insensitive to its 
necessities dramatically, and to its actors’ problems, as + 

write for the glowing, poetic Lovborg, “For this is the real 
book—the book I have put my true self into.” Or for 
Hedda to murmur to Thea, “Don’t get excited! That 
horrid Assessor is sitting watching you.” How could any- 
body ask of any actress playing the role to say what Archer 
writes for her last words in the play (and in this world a: 
well): 

Hedda (speaking loud and clear)—and, according to 
Ibsen, from the inner room, with the curtains drawn— 

“Yes, don’t you hope so, Assessor Brack? You, as the one 
cock on the fowl-roost—” 

It is greatly to the credit of this new translation by Miss 
Mary Cass Canfield and Miss Ethel Borden that no such 
impossible stage mouthfuls appear. 

On some of the changes from the traditional words— 
as in certain of Judge Brack’s speeches to Hedda, I am not 
qualified to speak, since I do not read Norwegian. If the 
Archer is literal, not a little of the sharp edge of Brack’s 
mind—not of the Archer words—has apparently been 
overlooked, smoothed down in this new version. A goo’ 

deal has been said about the change from the familiar 
“Fancy that” and so on that Tesman says (though othe: 
characters say it too). The question involved there has tw. 
aspects. The “Fancy that” is by now an old line in th 
theatre, with the obvious advantages that accrue from long- 
standing usages and quoting. The altered rendering, is * 
Can you imagine, and Imagine that, etc.; the advantage o! 
which may lie in the fact that this idiom is more familia 
and natural for American audiences than the perhaps mor 
British “Fancy that” may be; and so Tesman may not seen 
quite so much the silly ass that most actors have managed t 
make him seem. This is an undoubted gain; since it is ol- 
vious that if the man Hedda is married to is a hopeles 

stupid, the play loses in depth and point—it must be remem- 
bered that Tesman, along with Lovborg, the genius, an’ 
the astute and brutal Judge Brack, is one of the men whos 
impact on Hedda Ibsen creates into great tragic modern 
drama. A like principle applies to other familiar detail 
in the play—the “people don’t do such things,” for exam- 
ple. Such are the delicate and powerful values of the the2- 

tre art. 

I ought to say, I think, that listening to these versions, 
reviewing the elements of the play all over again, I am 
impressed with the great qualities of Ibsen, of this play, © 
the sharp and secure values implied in it; and I am not 
surprised at the number and variety of actresses who have 

mi! 
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seen themselves in the role. For some time yet this play, 

i¢ really studied, will have possibilities; it is simple and old 

stuff only for the simple and simple stuff. Nor, for that mat- 

ter, should I forget what notable qualities Madame Paxinou 

brought with this role into our theatre. 
STARK YOUNG 

The Bandwagon 

Baltimore’s National Defense Bond Bowling Tournament, one 
of the nationwide series of pin events constituting bowling’s 
answer to Japanese treachery at Pearl Harbor, opens on a wide 
front here today. — From The Baltimore Sun. 

Alvin Airey, Newark milkman, received one of the two annual 
Pasteur medals for bravery last night at the dairy banquet of the 
New Jersey Agricultural Week. A citation said of him: “A 

frightening thing awaited you in the darkness that night you 
arose to the stature of heroism.” 

“I saw a guy with a gun where he shouldn’t have been, and 
bopped him with a loaded milk bottle,” the hero milkman said. 

- From The New York World-T elegram. 

Probably 
lf Hitler could be saved to a loving Christian ideal by a 

miracle of Thy divine grace, he could forward the cause of 
Christianity more rapidly than probably any other living person 
of today. — From a prayer for the conversion of Hitler by Bishop 
J. Ralph Magee, printed in The Christian Advocate, 

But Does the Axis Know It? 
Praising the national drive in which ten million books for the 

armed services are sought, Mr. Wendell L. Willkie told a large 

crowd in the lobby of the New York Public Library that he 
thought no permanent disaster can come to a person who has 
the capacity to read. — From The New York Times. 

Our Helpless Corporations 
There is actually, however, no more fearlessness in assailing a 

big corporation than in eating a double banana split. There is no 
fight in big corporations. They are timid and helpless. Anybody 

who would attack a big corporation would hit a woman. — Alva 

Johnston in The New Yorker. 
A firm believer in the Golden Rule, Grace [Eugene Grace, 

Bethlehem Steel] feels that the best thing one can offer to one’s 
fellow man is a chance to get the best of everyone else, since this 
is all that he has ever wanted for himself. — From Life Magazine. 

Oh, You Mean Davis Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis was obviously wrong when he wrote in the 

American Declaration of Independence that it is self-evident 
that all men are born equal. They are born with varying gifts 
and qualities, some with far greater capacity than others. — From 
St. Martin’s Review, London. 

Total-War Department 
Speaking of recruiting, Major Power said the [Air] Force 

was getting all the ground crew it wanted because “until the 
army gets its new uniform out the men prefer to come to us.” — 

Canadian Air Minister C. G, Power as quoted in The Montreal 
Star, 

Our readers are invited to contribute to this column; $1 will be 

poid for each stem used. Address Bandwagon, care of The New 
Republic, Please enclose the original clipping.- THE EDITORS 

Correspondence 

Objection Taken 

SIR: I write in reference to an article by Edwin Lahey in The 
New Republic of February 2, in which that writer suggests, 

seemingly with your editorial indulgence, that a number of 

“labor skates,” myself included, confess their guilt in the recent 

labor peace moves made by John L. Lewis. 
If the reportorial veracity of Mr. Lahey’s story is to be tested 

by his references to myself, I do not hesitate to state that his 
yarn is spun out of the whole cloth. May I, for instance, say 

that the last time I ever spoke to Mr. Lewis was in May, 1937, 

when he addressed the convention of our International Union 

in Atlantic City, after which we parted company. Lahey’s allu- 
sions to Jett Lauck and Francis Henson as my fellow conspira- 
tors is nightmarish and fantastic. Lahey obviously is a willing cog 

within a factory of humor, innuendo and slander that has specific 

axes to grind and grudges to square. 

It occurs to me that before publishing Lahey’s fable—and 

again I am speaking for myself—you would inquire into the 

source of this gossip-mongering and discover the motives of those 

who would profit by this character-smearing. We have had occa- 

sion in the past to disagree with The New Republic on labor 
policy and action. We have, however, consistently respected its 

journalistic integrity. It is regrettable that it should have ex- 

posed its columns to such unmitigated prattle. 

New York City DAVID DUBINSKY 

SIR: My reference to Mr. Dubinsky raised the question whether 
he had knowledge of John L. Lewis’ “peace plan” through the 
mediation of Jay Lovestone. His protest still doesn’t answer the 
question. It’s strictly a yes-or-no business, Like Mr. Dubinsky, 
I got adjectives, but I want space rates for them. 
Washington, D.C. EDWIN A, LAHEY 

Liberalism Under Thirty 

SIR: Mrs. George Karnofsky’s letter, published in your corre- 
spondence column of January 26 under the caption “The Revo- 
lution of a Liberal Under Thirty,” was really quite touching, 

I thought, and I don’t mean to be ironical. Liberals over thirty 
will recognize the voice here, I’m sure. It’s a young voice and 
it’s heavy, bitterly heavy, with the tones of disenchantment. 

“The sincerity of the young liberals of the past decade can- 

not be questioned,” she says. “They foolishly dreamed. Now 
they are under thirty. It now can be said that all they believed 
was full of bunk—a pithless abstraction. The one realist was the 
‘I’m for peace, but’ man. . . . He knew what he was talking 
about and events have proved him right. He had no ideals; he 
now has no adjustments to make.” 

This is too sweeping, of course, but such is the voice of dis- 

enchantment—the First Disenchantment. 
“Those under thirty have learned their first real lesson,” she 

goes on to say. “They have experienced their first step in the 
process of maturing. There is no certitude. Cast away your ideals 

and beliefs.” 
Mrs. Karnofsky has apparently come by that breadth of con- 

sciousness which is often called “the beginning of philosophy.” 
At least it’s the beginning of a dilemma: the way of God to man, 
or the relationship between the ideal and the_real, or between 
discarnate perfection and carnate being. It doesn’t matter much 
what language you use. It’s the same problem. And your Mn. 
Karnofsky has it. No professor of philosophy but would accept 
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her gratefully as a student. And she would soon be tracing that 
problem through Plato and Aristotle to Santayana, Niebuhr and 
John Dewey. 

Gloversville, N. Y. WALTER MORRIS 

SIR: Mrs. George Karnofsky in a recent letter myopically makes 
what she believes to be a direct statement on contemporary affairs 
in the name of all of us under thirty. She assumes that all young 
liberals have discovered that our liberal idealism “was full of 
bunk (sic)—a pithless abstraction.” 

Dr. William Hocking in a moment of downright pseudo- 
sophistication complained, “Disillusionment, like other emanci- 

pation, cannot remain an aristocratic privilege.” Mrs. Karnofsky 
is an eager example, but it is a cheap sort of emancipation that 
wishes all concern away with the plea of “What’s the use?” She 

finds the particles of her convictions separating and spreading 
out like oil on a wave. She makes bitter surrender. Nothing is 
left but the slain. 

Bosh. She is reacting only on the periphery of a real convic- 
tion. There is a vast lacuna, a faithlessness at the center of her 

rationalizing. Now, if ever, is the opportunity to champion lib- 
eral causes: the growing power of the labor movement, insistence 
on civil liberties, demand for lucid journalistic thinking, pre- 
paring the public mind for a peace with an international perspec- 
tive. The very liberal movement we youngsters so bravely 

clamored about in the thirties has an urgent opportunity for 
achieving fruition. 
Hammond, Ind. ARTHUR ERICKSON JR. 

Negroes Need Not Apply 

SIR: America is at war and so also is the American ideal. The 
repeated warnings given the American people by The New 
Republic have been eminently justified. The manner of our 
entrance was predicted. We were correctly told that regardless 
of our wish for peace this nation would be thrust into the con- 
flict at a time and place dictated by the unscrupulous will of 
the Axis leaders—unless we acted first. We did not act first and 
hence the inevitable happened. Now that we are in the war, 
the only choice is decisively to defeat the enemy and all that he 
stands for or to be ourselves defeated—and all that we stand for. 

There must be no satisfying illusions about our superiority in 
manpower, equipment and productive capacity. We have vast 
resources, it is true, but we are not yet an equal match for the 
enemy. Our powers are still potential and must be mobilized 
into the most effective fighting machine possible. The experi- 
ences of World War II have shown that halfway measures will 
not do, 

One specific phase of this problem demands immediate atten- 
tion. The abilities and services of thirteen million Negro citi- 
zens must be utilized to the full. Up to the present, Negro 
workers have received only a grudging admission into defense 
industries. In aircraft manufacturing, for example, where the 

most rapid employment expansion te being made, there are 
still only a handful. 

It hardly seems necessary in this advanced day to argue the 
unwisdom of continued refusal to employ Negroes. Neither do 
Negro workers have to prove their ability or their loyalty. The 
proof has already been written bold on the pages of history. In 
the last war, thousands of Negroes were brought into war indus- 
tries. They were called to do the job. They did it. Today, 
thirteen million brains and thirteen million pairs of hands are 
again waiting to be called to do the job; and they will do it. 

The President has said, “no nation combating the increased 
threat of totalitarianism can afford arbitrarily to exclude large 
segments of its population from its defense industries. . . . In 
the present emergency, it is imperative that we deal speedily and 
effectively with this problem.” The President has spoken 
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and his attitude is clear. But, as yet, it has not penetrated th. 
thinking of many administrative subordinates and industr),) 
managers, Many of these do recognize that eventually Negro 
workers must be called. They would prefer, however, to w2); 

until the eleventh hour. Obviously, this is stupid. Human be. 

ings cannot be snatched out of disgruntled apathy on a mo- 
ment’s fevered condescension and be expected miraculously ; 

transform themselves into highly skilled, highly spirited dynamo 
of effort. The time to act is now. Thirteen million black Amer’. 

cans are ready to work shoulder to shoulder with their whit 
brothers to outproduce and outequip Hitler and Tojo. Why not 
let them do it? 

Equally important is the serious situation which exists in the 
armed forces of the country. Negroes cannot be admitted into 
the navy except as messmen. The theory is that white and black 
soldiers could not get along together and, anyhow, a Negr 
might become an officer and that would be an impossible stat. 
of affairs. The United States Army separates all Negro troops 
and restricts their numbers in certain branches. The Marine 
Corps admits no Negro personnel of any rank. 

These are all impossible situations in an all-out war. We may 
rest assured that the Nazi strategists and propagandists wil] 
play upon them to the full. They will use our racial divisions 
to confuse and divert us. Remember that in Latin America our 
fellows to the South look upon the race problem in an entirely 
different light. More than three-quarters of the population ha 
either Negroid or Indian blood. Every item of race discrimin:- 
tion in the United States provides fuel for the already well 
oiled Nazi propaganda machine in the countries to the South and 

can be exploited in the same way as “Yankee imperialism.” 
This is merely one probable consequence of the continued race 
discrimination in this country. 
Baltimore, Md. 

From The New Republic Mail Bag 

The bulk of this week’s mail dealt with George Soule’s “The 
Lessons of Last Time,” published as a supplement to our issu 
of February 2. Most letters were congratulatory. A number | 
readers showed special interest in Mr. Soule’s references ' 
Woodrow Wilson and the League. W. C. Rose of Ashland, 
Massachusetts, writes: “The real tragedy of Wilson is that the 
Senate was ready to ratify the treaty and enter the League with 
reservations, and he refused to accept ratification on such terms, 
though he must have known that there was a precisely similar 
case in the adoption of our federal Constitution.” Emerson 
Stringham of Austin, Texas, accuses Mr. Soule of “narrow 

provincialism” because “he has completely missed the fact thi 
England and the United States are second fiddle” to Russia 

The League for Industrial Democracy calls attention to a con- 
ference on “Maximum Production: Warfare and Welfare” « 
be held at the Commodore Hotel, New York City, on Febr- 
ary 14, morning and afternoon. Among the speakers will 
John Green, president of the Industrial Union of Marine and 
Shipbuilding Workers of America; Lucille J. Buchanan, assistant 
to the New York State Industrial Commissioner; Harry W. 
Laidler, Norman Thomas and Michael Straight. 

Cyril Clemens, president of the International Mark Twain 
Society, Webster Groves, Missouri, asks our readers to send 
him any Twain anecdotes they may know for inclusion in + 

collection he is editing. 
Dr. Iago Galdston of the Health Education Section of the 

Welfare Council of New York City asks us to call attention 
a series of lecture-conferences the council is now sponsoring. 

“Health educators,” Dr. Galdston says, may “check and survey 
the broad field of medicine on which health education * 

founded.” Further information may be obtained from th« 
Welfare Council, 44 East Twenty-third Street, New York City. 

ELMER W. HENDERSON 

ap: 

pre 

the 

thi 
a. 

ue 

nal 

Po' 

All 

ma 

ant 

bee 

Gr 

tha 

Me 

inte 

pec 

that 

leac 

of t 

pro 

tive 

Stat 

glor 

Do 

dire 

mar 

age 
mor 

clud 

for 

raur 

banc 

the 

Naz 

fron 

regi 

miss 

the | 

for | 

War 

larg 

Potte 

$3.50 



Lic 

rd the 

ustrial 

Negro 

> Wait 

in be- 

a mo- 

sly t 

nhamos 

\meri- 

in the 

d into 

1 black 

Negro 

eC state 

troops 

Marine 

le may 

ts will 

ivisions 

ica our 

ntirely 

ion has 

rim ina- 

ly well 

ith and 

alism.” 

ed race 

DERSON 

) 
ag 

's “The 

ur issue 

nber « 

nces 1 

Ashland 

that the 

ue with 

h terms, 

similar 

=merson 

‘narrow 

‘act that 

Russia. 

O a con- 

fare” to 

| Febru- 

will be 

rine and 

assistant 

arry W. 

. Twain 

to send 

ion in & 

n of the 

ntion to 

ynsoring. 

d survey 

cation 1s 

rom the 

ork City. 

FEBRUARY 16,1942 241 

Books in Review 

To the Hall of Mirrors 

T Is APPROPRIATE that this book’ should appear within 
| a few days of George Soule’s supplement “The Lessons 
of Last Time” (The New Republic, February 2). For 
“Thus Speaks Germany” presents the case for the other 
side, for the extremists whose contribution to post-war 
reconstruction is belief that the German nation is a race 

apart, fostered on aggression and fit only to be sternly sup- 
pressed when the war is over. Pierre van Paassen considers 
the book an essential work; Hamilton Fish Armstrong 
thinks it “a task worth accomplishing” to show such a 
“consistent strain of most unlovely thought in the German 
nation”; while the British editors, W. W. Coole and M. F. 
Potter, believe its message should aid the peoples of the 
Allied countries in deciding what kind of a peace the Ger- 
mans deserve. 

True, Mr. Armstrong describes the book “simply as an 
anthology of what representative [Germans] . . . have 
been saying and thinking, from the time of Frederick the 
Great, about the destiny of the German race.” He denies 
that it tries to show up “the nature of a/l Germans.” 
Messrs. Coole and Potter are less modest. They believe it to 
be “a curious feature of the German mentality” to take no 
interest in democracy and that Germans “have a character 
peculiarly their own.” They consider it wrong to suppose 
that the average German has been bulldozed by militaristic 
leaders, because, they ask, what is Hitler if he is not typical 
of the average German? All these points they are happy to 

prove with some 350 pages of quotations from “representa- 
tive” German writers, generals, philosophers, ministers, 

statesmen, etc., of the past 150 years. 

Clearly, the first question to be asked is: are these con- 
glomerate names truly representative of the German people? 
Do they show a popular train of thought moving in such a 
direction as to establish such a definitive phrase as “the Ger- 
man mind”? Or do we sense on every page the familiar 
aggressiveness and chauvinism that we have learned is com- 

mon to the bully-patriot the world over? What can we con- 
clude as to the nature of German thought when we find, 
for instance, that scores of quotations relating to Lebens- 
raum are taken from members of the Alldeutscher Ver- 
vand—the Pan-German League—whose avowed aim was 
the extension of German imperialism? As many are from 
Nazi leaders, or Junker generals of the Kaiser’s day; or 
‘rom party editors and spokesmen, writing under the Nazi 
regime when no other form of printed statement was per- 
missible. Many were made by prominent Germans during 
the Napoleonic Wars, when strong statements on the need 
‘or ruthlessly crushing the French people must have been 
warmly applauded in most countries of Europe. An even 
‘arger number come from the period of the World War and 

‘Thus Speaks Germany, edited by W. W. Coole and M. F. 
“4 New York and London: Harper and Brothers. 431 pages. 

remind me of nothing so much as remarks made by British, 

French and American public figures in the same years. 

Some, which are intended to show the German capacity 

for ruthlessness and ambition, I find quite reasonable under 

the circumstances. That Stresemann, for instance, in May, 

1918, should say that Germany “must not allow [herself] 

to be deprived of the weapon of the U-boat war,” or that 
a month later he should be skeptical as to whether the 

League of Nations was capable of supplying “the necessary 
guarantees for Germany’s future.” Nor do I understand 
why Kant should be quoted, under the heading ““The Glori- 
fication of War,” as saying: “Men gradually strive to 

leave the state of barbarism if only they are not kept in 
that state by artificial means.” Did the editors feel that 
any reference to “state” must mean a demand for Lebens- 

raum? I am in warm agreement with the Nazi paper Der 

Volksdeutsche when it says that “the slogan of the civilizing 
mission of Italy in Africa has been felt in South Tyrol to 
be a downright irony,” as I am with the program of the 
German Democratic Party, which, in 1919, roundly stated 

its refusal to accept the Treaty of Versailles as a “permanent 

legal order.” And surely it has been hinted in other than 
German circles that “Italy cannot be looked upon as a rival, 
for she is too incompetent in warfare.” 

The fact is, of course, that the editors, having bought 
the coffin, intend to get the body into it, somehow. When 

they want to picture a German labor leader, they bring in 
our old friend Dr. Ley, who here urges the workers to 
sterilize their employer if he holds up production—a radi- 
cal counterstroke against the suggestion from nearer home 

that strikers should be sent to the electric chair. And I miss 
the vast majority of German intellectuals. Schiller appears 
but once, and Goethe only to condemn German “barbar- 
ism” and so to support the editors’ charges. It is cold comfort 
to be told instead that “3,016 high-school teachers declare 
[in 1914] that the welfare of the entire culture of Europe 

depends on the victory of Germany,” or that “the boys of 
the confirmation class, Winter, 1937-38, of the parish of 
Fischbach-Rhén” believe unshakably that both Jesus and 
the Fiihrer are “Christlike.” And since the editors did man- 
age to hook a few philosophers, was it not specious to call 
in Reichsminister Hans Frank’s demonstration of logic: 
“Hitler is lonely. So is God. Hitler is like God”? Or to 
exemplify German scientific thought with the reminder that 
“men and women of Aryan descent and German mental- 
ity” are welcomed to Herr Burger-Willingen’s “practical 
demonstration of cranial measurements with the plasto- 
meter”? Or to sit on a tuffet with the Pan-German Ludwig 
Woltmann, who insisted that Leonardo da Vinci, Boccac- 

cio and Garibaldi were really a Germanic trio called Winke, 

Buchatz and Kerpolt? 
For all its foolishness there are lessons to be drawn from 

this book. First, it helps to defeat its own aim by including 
many quotations which are essentially attacks on liberal- 
minded Germans. Second, it gives one a clear picture of the 
violent efforts needed by the Nazis and their predecessors 
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to win themselves a degree of popular support. If these 
quotations were truly representative of the German people, 
Hitler would have needed no Gestapo, no immense propa- 
ganda agency, no intensive education of the young, no 
strictures against such alien influences as foreign broadcasts, 
no book-burning, no persecution of intellectuals, The whole 
people would have been prepared to follow his party from 
the start. 

But there is a final lesson which concerns us profoundly 
if we are not, as D. W. Brogan puts it, to come to the peace 

table “with our hands clean and our heads empty.” At the 
beginning of this war it was a common thing to hear and 

read that the fight was against the rulers of Germany and 
that the release of the German people was one of its aims. 

We hear and read little of this nature now. Instead, Mr. 

Eden tells us sadly that Hitler would have been all right if 
he’d stayed at home. The Atlantic Charter speaks both of 

controlling Germany and of reéducating her: there are ideas 
in plenty as to how the control shall be exercised, but few 
as to the form of the reéducation. This book reaches us at a 
time when the national spirit is at its height. Without 
scruples, it comes at a crucial moment to urge upon us a 

doctrine of racial discrimination, to persuade us to regard 

Nazism as a foreign thing, to forget the lessons of last time. 
The happy unity we are now enjoying is to blunt our per- 
ception of the vice of nationalism when it appears in home- 
spun. Manifest Destiny, the Wave of the Future, the ancient 

Tory tradition of imperial privilege in England, the planta- 
tion code of the Southern congressman, the industrialist’s 
grasp of power the world over—these evidences of the 
international nature of Nazism we are to forget in the 

comfortable conviction that such ideas flourish only in “the 

German mind.” When such forgetfulness becomes a corol- 
lary of patriotism in the liberal mind, it foreshadows not 
only the flaws of the future peace treaty, but also the luxury 
of liberal disillusionment in the post-war years. 

NIGEL DENNIS 

Of Invertebrates and Men 
Sea of Cortez, by John Steinbeck and Edward F. Ricketts. 
New York: The Viking Press. 598 pages. $5. 

HEN ONE of America’s foremost novelists, a man 

whose last novel was a whopping success in terms of 
laurel as well as gravy, sits down to collaborate with the 
director of the Pacific Biological Laboratories on a semi- 
scientific account of a trip studying the marine fauna in the 

Gulf of California, something is cooking. The two un- 
avoidable questions for a reviewer are “Why did he write 
it?” and “What good is it?” and both answers turn out 
more complicated than you might think. 

There have been many guesses as to why Steinbeck wrote 
it, ranging from his desperate search for a new form for 

every work (this is the one that appealed to the reviewers) 
to any writer’s normal desire to convert a vacation trip 
that cost him money into a few bucks in royalties (this is 
the one the reviewers never mention). But the principal 
reason for the book may be stated in a sentence, and it is 
the key to much of Steinbeck’s work. John Steinbeck, sim- 
ply enough, dislikes literature and feels the breathless ven- 
eration for science of a small boy peeking in through a 
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laboratory window, The contempt that writers express {or 
their own trade is not a new thing, and the pages of litera- 

ture are full of bitter and distorted self-portraits: Shake- 
speare’s Iago, who moved men with the dramatist’, 
weapons; Mann’s long series of literary men, sick with +) 
cancer and perversion of art and humble before an 
burgher; Hemingway’s pale-pink novelists with their w))';)- 
ing catheters. In Shakespeare’s case the dichotomy \ 
artist (remember, the playwright in his day classed wit) 
mountebanks and vagrants) versus respectable member of 
society, in Mann’s case the same, in Hemingway’s case 
artist versus man of action, and in Steinbeck’s case, artis: 
versus scientist. 

Steinbeck’s work, going as far back as his earliest books, 

is loaded with symbolic attacks on writers and writing. | 
his short story ““The Snake,” a woman comes into a scien- 
tist’s laboratory and, by her morbid romanticization of ; 
snake’s eating a rat, horrifies the scientist who had alway; 

seen it as a perfectly natural biologic process. An earlie: 
story in “The Pastures of Heaven” is a rephrasing of the 
same conflict, so that Raymond Banks’s clinical interest in 
an execution is spoiled for him by Bert Monroe’s fictiy: 
imagination. Of numerous other examples, the clearest ‘s 
the story “Johnny Bear,” about a character who should 
rank with Iago in the great gallery of libels on the artist. 
Johnny Bear is an idiot monster, almost unable to speak, 
with one remarkable talent: he can reproduce any con- 

versation he hears with phonographic accuracy, in the exact 
words and voice of the speaker. The rustics use his gift 

for entertainment, and buy him whiskies for any particular); 
juicy monologue he brings to the saloon (a lovely picture 
of the artist and his relation to society! ). “He. hasn’t brains 
enough to make anything up,” someone says of Johnny, 
“so you know that what he says is what he heard.” 

What good this book is has thus been partially an- 
swered. For Steinbeck, it canalized something that has been 
bothering him for a long time. For the lay reader, its 
chief value lies in giving the most elaborate statement s 
far of Steinbeck’s beliefs and ideas, and it is thus an in- 

valuable key to much that was obscure and misinterpreted 
in his earlier work. Steinbeck has had a paucity of serious 
critical study anyway. Kenneth Burke has done a master(u! 
analysis of “The Grapes of Wrath”; Edmund Wilson has 
set up certain ideas that have been generally accepted as ‘The 
Slant on Steinbeck, and there has been little else. 

Wilson’s theories are worth discussion, because “Sea of 
Cortez” might seem to be a complete confirmation of them. 
Wilson’s principal theory is that Steinbeck presents life in 
animal terms, that his characters are all animals or rud- 

mentary humans: the paisanes in “Tortilla Flat” are “amus- 
ing guinea pigs or rabbits,” the “Grapes of Wrath” people 
are “lemmings,” the people in the stories identify them- 

selves with horses, snakes and white quail. This is like say- 
ing, after reading Caroline Spurgeon’s “Imagery in Shake- 
speare,” that because Shakespeare packed “Hamlet” with 
images of disease and decay, he thought of all people 4 

diseased. Steinbeck does tend to present life in animal terms, 

but the animal symbols and images have a very real func- 

tion that is made clear in “Sea of Cortez.” They are jus 

the simplest examples, not of man, but of the problem tha! 

concerns the author most, the problem of ecology, in which 

man is only a more complex example. 
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Steinbeck is an ecologist; to use his own definition, “a 

student of the mutual relationship between organism and 

environment.” Not only is “Sea of Cortez” the record of 

an ecological study of marine fauna, but all Steinbeck’s 

hooks are now revealed as ecological studies. ““The Grapes 
of Wrath” was a textbook in ecology, from the dust storms 

that forced the Okies off their land (unscientific farming 

and inadequate conservation were a crime against ecology, 

and dust and drought were the punishment) to the crimes 
against social ecology that the Associated Farmers sprang 
on the Joads in California. George in “Of Mice and 
Men,” in trying to preserve Lennie and hold him to a 

socially useful pattern, violated ecology (as much as Candy 
would have had he insisted on saving his useless old dog 
from being shot) and the punishment was inevitable. Henry 
Morgan in “The Cup of Gold” violated ecology and was 
punished, and so on all through the other books and stories. 
If you disturb the balance you will be destroyed, Steinbeck 
says, and the fact that this moral is only a new verbaliza- 
tion of the “fate” in the old classic drama is what gives 
much of his work, particularly “Of Mice and Men,” the 
rounded inevitability of Greek tragedy. Thus, Edmund 
Wilson to the contrary, “Of Mice and Men” is not “a 
parable which criticizes humanity from a non-political point 
of view” (or not principally), and the title doesn’t mean 
that the utopian social plans of mice and men gang aft 
agley. It means what it says literally, that this isa book 
about mice and men: the mice that Lennie loved to pet 

(including Curley’s wife) and the men who live with them 
in an ecological balance, until it is destroyed by violence 
(as it was in Burns’s poem). 

Just as ecology is Steinbeck’s baby, teleology, which he 
defines as “the assumption of predetermined design, pur- 
pose or ends in Nature by which an explanation of phenom- 

ena is postulated” is the bath-water he wants to throw out. 
Page after page in “Sea of Cortez” is devoted to a rambling 
philosophizing about teleologies, built up mostly from a 
heavy personal mysticism and some undigested field and 
quantum physics, and tied in by such phony devices as, after 

ten pages of Thoughts, “and all this against the hot beach 
on an Easter Sunday, with the passing day and the passing 
time.” Teleologies, which assume purpose and causal rela- 
tionship, are the factors that becloud the scientist, make the 
understanding of naked ecological behavior more difficult 
and annoy Steinbeck so much that he rejects them all: 
religion, social progress and George’s faith that this time 
Lennie will do different. 

Steinbeck’s attitudes toward religion and radicalism have 
changed a great deal through the course of his work. His 
early Catholic priests in “The Pastures of Heaven” and “To 
a God Unknown,” fine and sympathetic men, have been 
succeeded by the comic characters who sanctify a pig in 
“St. Katy the Virgin,” the foolish and dangerous figures in 
“The Forgotten Village” who fight germs with a crucifix, 
and now the teleologists of “Sea of Cortez.” His early 
heroic radicals of “In Dubious Battle” took on a Christian- 
martyr “complex” in a later short story called “The Raid,” 
nd have now, in “Sea of Cortez,” become collectivists who 
fant to eliminate “the swift, the clever, and the intelli- 

pent,” and rebels who forget that “while the collective 
tate is free from capitalist domination, it is also free from 
bels.” It is curious that the high point both these strains 
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reached was their fusion in the character of Jim Casy in 
“The Grapes of Wrath,” Steinbeck’s most sympathetic 
radical as well as a quite literal modernized Christ (his 
initials the mystic J. C., his “call” derived from meditation 
in the wilderness, his last words a curious modern parody 

of Christ’s: “You don’ know what you’re a-doin’”’). 
Preacher Casy is repudiated by much in the new book. 

“Sea of Cortez” also casts new light on a number of 
Steinbeck’s other stock themes. Human sacrifice, which has 

always fascinated him and which is the focus of his early 
mystic novel, ““To a God Unknown,” is described here as 

something which gives primitive peoples their sense of 
wholeness, and which Steinbeck suspects every whole man 
requires. Asceticism as a function of a call or mission, a cen- 

tral feature of Henry Morgan in “The Cup of Gold,” 
George in “Of Mice and Men” and Tom Joad in “The 
Grapes of Wrath,” is now repudiated. No longer recog- 
nizing any valid call, Steinbeck jests at the ascetic and 
wallows in the scientist John Xanthus, who found time to 

leave a whole tribe of Indian bastards, as the proper sym- 
bol for the biologist, that “healthy, lecherous tenor of the 
scientific world.” Fertility, the ecological ideal, is now 
Steinbeck’s, and, as he did before in “To a God Unknown,” 

he raises it to the level of a mystical principle. The super- 
human person, another favorite of Steinbeck’s (Ma Joad in 
“The Grapes of Wrath,” Joseph in “To a God Unknown,” 

Slim in “Of Mice and Men” and at least one person in al- 
most every book, are explicitly described in superhuman 
terms), has now been replaced by the scientist, who gets the 
same sense of all-knowing, mystic oneness with the universe 
intellectually, like buying it wrapped in cellophane. 
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One of the arbitrary nuisances in this book is the cop- 

scious merging of the collaborators’ personalities so that 
it is almost impossible to tell who wrote what, an important 

question if one is using the book as a key to Steinbeck’s other 
writing. The only way to solve the puzzle is to assume 
that anything Steinbeck didn’t write he is willing to take 
responsibility for—or he would not have permitted the 
editorial “we”—and to pin everything on him. That, 
unfortunately, makes him responsible for a great deal of 

pretentious mysticism, a small-boy or Hemingway glory jn 
vulgarity (“We have wondered about the bawdiness this 
book must have if it is to be true”) and some of the corniect 
gags on record. On the credit side, the book has many 
valid and exciting ideas, a full measure of warm and de- 
lightful anecdotes (the Swedish tramp sitting in a ditch, 
ragged and dirty and drunk, saying to himself softly and 
in wonder, “I am rich and happy and perhaps a little 
beautiful”) and in spots a lighter, more genuine humor than 
Steinbeck has ever achieved before. 

A good conclusion to an analysis of Steinbeck’s whirlwind 
courtship of science would be the old gag about marrying 
in haste and repenting at leisure. As Steinbeck admits in 
effect, the scientist is only an extension of the writer, and 

ends up just as disruptive of the ecological balance. “We 
could not observe a completely objective Sea of Cortez any- 
way,” he says, “for in that lonely and uninhabited Gul 
our boat and ourselves would change it the moment we 
entered.” Johnny Bear, unfortunately, can be a symbol for 
the scientist too, and most particularly for the scientific 
journalist. STANLEY EDGAR HYMAN 

Works without Faith 
From the Land of Silent People, by Robert St. John. New 
York: Doubleday, Doran and Company. 353 pages. $3. 

N A WORLD RAVAGED BY HITLER the millions who liv: 
in the suburbs of reality have lost their capacity for com- 

passion. For them atrocities are only “propaganda,” and the 
crushing of one more little country is only a three-weeks 
headline. Another invasion by the panzers and the stukas 
seems as remote as an earthquake in Chile which you take 
with your breakfast coffee. The radio bulletins are a litt 

frightening; but if you twirl the dial you can hear the same 
raucous forced excitement as another announcer screams 
“He’s up, he’s down. . . . 7-8-9-10! He’s out! A knockout 
by the Brown Bomber.” 

One of the “little” countries that Hitler crushed was 

Yugoslavia. The Serbs had decided (though the author tell 

us little of their mood) to die in the faith that American 
intervention would bring ultimate resurrection. Worship- 

ful in their attitude toward America, they believed rel- 

giously in the compassion of the millions who live in th 

suburbs of reality. 
To Robert St. John the death of Yugoslavia was neithe! 

remote nor fanciful. He stood in the streets or lay in tt 
ditches of Belgrade as the Stukas leveled the Yugoslav car 

tal, killing on a bright Palm Sunday one out of every fot) 
inhabitants of that shabby but thrilling and proud city of 

300,000 souls, Together with other American newspape™ 

men he followed the Yugoslav government from one te 

porary asylum to another, arguing, wheedling, pleading for 
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radio facilities. He and his colleagues could get no word of 

the story to America. The telephones were out, of course, 

and there was only the governmental radio—a portable set 
borrowed from the British military attaché. Heavy-footed 

from fatigue and light-headed from the horrors they saw, 
the correspondents fought for food, for sleep and for gaso- 
line in the interims between bombings. And not a one could 

get the story out. 
Mr. St. John represented, but could not reach, the Asso- 

ciated Press, so his immediate task was to get out of Yugo- 
slavia and find a cable head. He was also afraid of falling 
into German hands, since his dispatches from Belgrade, 
Bucharest and Sofia had been gratifyingly displeasing to the 
Nazis. Leigh White of the Columbia Broadcasting System, 
Russell Hill of The New York Herald Tribune and Ter- 
ence Atherton of The London Daily Mail bought a twenty- 
foot sardine boat with an outboard motor, and St. John 
joined them. They sailed down the Adriatic, repaired this 
open boat after nearly losing it in a storm, played hide-and- 

seek with Italian E-boats and planes and landed finally, in 
a hysteria of joy, on the Greek island of Corfu. There again 
they were bombed nearly senseless, not upon arrival alone, 
but daily, almost hourly, in their painful progress through 
collapsing Greece to Crete and Alexandria—to which they 
were ultimately evacuated with the remnants of a shattered 
and beaten British army which left in Greece, according to 
St. John, 20,000 casualties, or half its total force. He and 

his colleagues were also compelled to abandon to the Ger- 
mans Leigh White, whose hip and leg had been shattered 
by an explosive shell from a German plane which strafed 
them. St. John and Atherton suffered superficial wounds, 
shrapnel splinters in the knees. 

Mr. St. John and his colleagues are not heroic to them- 
selves. He says that actually they felt a little ashamed as 
“reporters trying to suck headlines out of all this death and 
suffering.” The horror gutted them. St. John has got much 
of it into this book. Now that the crash of bombs in Pearl 
Harbor has been heard even in the suburbs, the American 
people will read his report of what he “saw and smelled and 
heard” with a new interest and excitement. The reader 
will become a little groggy himself with the inc@ssant bomb- 
ings, and sore at heart as the wounded girl whimpers for 
her dead mother, or as the raving Greek whose hands were 
blown away fails to understand why he can’t get a coin 
out of his pocket for aspirin. For St. John’s book is likely 
to be a best-seller. I hope it is a best-seller, because it gives 
vivid glimpses of the “Wave of the Future” which will 
engulf and destroy our civilization unless an AEF marches 
into Berlin in time. 

I am sorry therefore that such a book, certain to excite 
the enthusiasm of the undiscerning, should prove so inade- 
quate. Mr, St. John repeatedly insists that he merely means 
0 report what he saw and smelled and heard. “If it makes 

sense to you, all right,” he tells the reader, “It makes no 
sense to me.” This kind of reporting is only a lame excuse 
hor second-rate writing and the absence of convictions. By 
boing beyond what he saw and smelled and heard, an artist 
ike Ernest Hemingway—who is also a superlatively able and 
onest reporter—gives us a really convincing and moving 

picture of the horror of indiscriminate blood-letting. Mr. 
pt. John slips too often into the oh-boy-it-made-me-sick-at- 
*-stomach school of writing, embellished by the intrusion 
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at fixed intervals of a little girl, a little boy or even a little 
dog. The most convincing and moving paragraphs in his 
book tell of the Royal Navy coming into the Greek beaches 
for survivors and of how Britishers abandoned their places 

in Sunderland flying boats to evacuate Greeks, Poles and 
Czechs whom the Germans would have shot out of hand. 
But this is heroic and moving; it implies the superiority of 
Britons over Germans, and Mr, St. John hastens from it. 

I regret to continue captious, but there is another pro- 
found inadequacy in “From the Land of Silent People.” 
Apropos a book of my own which had criticized him, Mr. 
Lloyd George once said to me, “Mr. Whitaker, you have 

the failing of all American correspondents. You seem to 
think that history began with your own arrival in Europe.” 
To a correspondent who dismisses Yugoslavia as “this 
bastard child of Versailles,” history cannot have begun at 
all. This is almost his only characterization of Yugoslavia 
in a book that displays a singular incomprehension of those 
qualities in the Serb which have made him thrill generations 
of liberty-loving peoples, qualities shown not least of all last 
Eastertide when the Serb of his own free will, and knowing 
more of the horrors of war than Mr. St. John has yet 
learned, chose national suicide as more honorable and satis- 

fying than a place in Hitler’s New Order. Such a decision 
is possible in a country which has celebrated since 1389 not 
its great victory but its great defeat. 

Mr. St. John has discovered that war is horrible. The 
Serb has known that for centuries. What matters is this: 
the Serb knows that some things are worse than war. 

JOHN T. WHITAKER 

Musical History 
The Music of Spain, by Gilbert Chase. New York: W. W. 
Norton and Company. 375 pages. $4. 

HE STRIKING INDIVIDUALISM of the Spanish musical 
T idiom, whatever may be thought of the absolute value 
of contemporary or recent art works achieved in it, will 
always stimulate the interest of the eager listener. That 
idiom is rarely understood; its rich diversity is not generally 
known, nor is there any common understanding of its con- 
tinuous evolutionary development. Supplanting all other 
writings, whether popular, such as Van Vechten’s out-of- 
print book, or the scholarly monographs of Trend, Mr. 
Chase has produced a sound, properly proportioned history, 
written with knowledge and devotion, good alike in its 
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treatment of the magnificent polyphonic music of 
Spanish Church and in its handling of the popular ap 
“symphonic” usages of later modes. 

If any criticism is to be made, other than that the authg 
esteems Falla too highly (as Trend and all other no 
Spanish writers do, but which many Spaniards do not), it 
that Mr. Chase, in writing of folk music—say, of can 
hondo—is not so frank as Falla was in warning his reade 
that even that music has become corrupt, while the fameng 
is now totally debased. Nor, commenting upon the song 
contained in such collections as those of Pedrell and ¢} 
Canconer, does the author draw his reader’s attention suff 

ciently to the task of “labor” songs of Spain, surely a {a 
cinating matter even for the non-specialist. That Spanis 
folk music, other than cante hondo and flamenca, is slow] 
going the way of all Western European folk music, int 
the limbo of disuse, is not indicated. But these lacks a 

but small blemishes upon an excellent and unreserved! 
recommendable book. RALPH BATH 
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